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State of Rkode-Island and Providence Plantation a — in 
General Assembly, October Session, A. D. 1831. 

Whereas the crimes and enormities within a few years 
commited in a neighboring State, by certain Freemasons, 
avowedly in the cause of masonry, have excited universal 
indignation and abhorrence, and have awakened jealousies 
and suspicions very unfavorable to. all masonic institutions, 
and under the weight of which the whole masonic fraterni- 
ty, — the good and the virtuous as well as the vicious, must 
unavoidably suffer. Therefore, in the hope of allaying the 
great and increasing excitement thus occasioned, and that 
the innocent may be distinguished from the guilty, if in this 
State there are any who can justly be charged with advo- 
cating the criminal doctrines imputed to freemasonry, — 

. Resolved , That Messrs. Hazard, W. Sprague, Jr. Sim- 

mons, Haile, and E. R. Potter, with such others as the 
Hon. Senate may think proper to add, be and they are 
hereby appointed a committee fully to investigate and in- 
quire into the causes, grounds, and extent of the charges 
and accusations brought against freemasonry, and masons 
in this State ; and that said committee, so far as may be 
necessary to enable them to perform this duty, be empow- 
ered to administer oaths, to examine witnesses, and to call 
. for books and papers. 

In the Senate read the same dtiy and concurred, with the 
addition of Mr. Cornell, 

, True Copy: Witness, 

• HENRY BOWEN, Sec’ry. 





REPORT, &c. 


The Committee appointed to inquire into the causes , grounds and extent of 

the charges and accusations noxs in circulation against Freemasonry and 

Masons in this State , Report , 

That from the moment of their appointment they were fully sen* 
sible of the peculiar nature of the investigation they were to engage 
in. The charges to be inquired into were, roost of them, of a general, 
indefinite, irresponsible character: yet, in their scope and tendency, 
imputing motives, designs, principles and practices; adverse to religion 
and morality, subversive of civil government and incompatible with all 
the social and civil virtues and duties; imputing these to a large portion 
of the community in which we live; a portion connected and amalga- 
mated with the rest throughout the state by all those ties of common 
interests, pursuits, sympathies and feelings, of daily intercourse, of 
friendships and of kindred, by which society itself is bound and held 
together. 

All these high charges were also to be gathered from various print- 
ed addresses, memorials, reports of meetings and committees, from 
numerous pamphlets and newspapers; and, when collected, were to 
be put into some tangible shape and order for examination. And, 
while taking this preparatory survey of the task before them, 
the committee could not but be aware that, as the whole of these 
charges, in their application to masonry and masons in this state, had 
been framed or propagated by an association which had for some time 
been organized among us, and had lately declared or avowed itself to 
be a political antimasonic party; it was probable that that party, or 
rather the more active and zealous leaders of it, might consider them- 
selves as having a particular interest in those charges ; and as being 
entitled to take a managing part in the investigation before the com- 
mittee. Such a claim, m wet, had adready been advanced even be- 
fore the General Assembly, in the instance of the antimasonic memo- 
rial, whieh had been presented by the same association, and which 
association had, at a meeting held by them a few weeks before, in- 
structed a committee u to attend to the memorial before the Gen- 
eral Assembly, and to employ counsel for that purpose! 9 ’ And as the 
charges in that memorial, as far as they went, were the same char- 
ges which the committee were to inquire into ; it was more than 
probable that those memorialists, or their committee, (and perhaps 
counsel,) would expect to be recognized by the committee as a par- 
ty concerned; and, should they be so recognized, would of cou 
expect also to be received in the same capacity before, the Ge 
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Assembly, whenever that body should again have that subject under 
consideration. 

It became very necessary therefore that the members of the com- 
mittee should make up their minds decidedly upon the course it would 
be proper for them to adopt, should such an appearance be made be- 
fore them. Upon this point the committee were already apprised of 
the sentiments of one branch of the legislature. The house of repre- 
sentatives had, unanimously, or without a dissenting voice, decided 
virtually and in effect, that, the signers to that memorial, in present- 
ing it, had done all that they had to do, and had no further business be- 
fore the house ; and it was the opinion of those of the committee who 
conversed together upon the subject, that the senate could not well 
come to any different conclusion. 

The memorial indeed, could only be considered as a paper profes- 
sing to communicate facts and information touching matters of general 
concern and interest, and in which the informants could have no more 
interest thamany other portion of the community. If the communi- 
cation contained any thing deserving of attention, the General Assem- 
bly would no doubt avail themselves of it, in their legislative capaci- 
ty, without requiring the aid of individuals or parties. 

That those who signed the paper called themselves memorialists 
was a circumstance of no significance. So might any other set of in- 
dividuals take it into their heads to memorialize the legislature upon 
the subject of the criminal code of laws, or the statute of descents, 
or the organization of the courts ; and might call themselves memori- 
alists and claim to be heard in the discussion of those weighty subjects. 
But the General Assembly would exhibit a strange spectacle should 
they allow their time thus to be occupied. And into what a state 
would society itself be thrown were particular parties, or associations 
of men, religious or political, to be allowed not only to present their 
memorials to the General Assembly, charging other societies, con- 
gregations, churches or parties with doctnnes‘and practices inimical 
to the interests of religion and subversive of civil government, but to 
call the accused before the legislature to stand upon their defence, 
they, the accusers, claiming the right of conducting the prosecution! 
The fact that the memorialists in the present case, had recently resol- 
ved themselves to be a political party, if it altered the case, certainly 
did not better it. For if they felt a particular political party inter- 
est, in pressing the charges, it could only be a selfish, sinister inter- 
est, adverse to the common interest. An interest, in fact, which 
could not with decency be avowed by themselves, nor with proprie- 
ty recognized by the General Assembly or by their committee. Thus 
the political antimasonic party could not possibly have any fair, sep- 
arate interest in the charges contained in tne memorial, or in any oth- 
er publications of the party. On the contrary, as far as the interests of 
religion and morality were concerned in those charges, it would seem 
that such interests might be better cared for and looked to by relig- 
ious men or societies than by a political party which had its own party 
purposes to serve. And if the regular operations of government and 
the impartial administration of justice were obstructed or in jeopardy 
{as they were said to be,) perhaps the Attorney General might be the 
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proper organ to be consulted, if necessary. And, whether, or not, 
the general welfare and common interests of the community were in 
danger of being undermined and prostrated, the General Assembly, 
by itself, or its committees, were competent to make all necessary 
inquiries. 

It was to this end that it was made the duty of Jthis committee to 
examine thoroughly and strictly into the charges which had been put 
in circulation; in order that the public, being in possession of all the 
facts and evidence, might judge for themselves whether and how far 
those charges were founded in truth: or whether and how far they 
had been fabricated, aggravated or misrepresented by persons inter- 
ested in propagating them as was declared to be the fact by masons; 
who, of course, had an equal right with their adversaries to make 
charges. To this object of their appointment the committee have 
devoted their best exertions. 

They gave early notice in several N of the Newport and Providence 
newspapers of the time, place and object of their meeting: And there- 
in mentioned that they would notify, personally, those persons whom 
they might think proper to examine: and added, that they would also 
readily receive and attend to all information, facts, circumstances and 
suggestions in writing, which any individuals might have to communi- 
cate to them, and which might aid them in making the thorough inves- 
tigation which would be expected of them. Agreeably to this notice 
the committee met at the State house in Providence on- the sixth of 
December last, two only of their number being absent, viz. Mr. Pot- 
ter and Mr. Cornell, the latter of whom afterwards joined them. And 
considering it necessary that they should adopt some rules, in con- 
formity to which tlie examination should be conducted, they agreed, 
in the first place, to pursue the course indicated in their public no- 
tice; and, turthermore, that all persons interesting themselves in the 
examination should be supplied with summons’ or written requests 
to all such witnesses as they might name, and should be permitted 
to hand in questions in writing, to be put to the witnesses by the 
committee, if proper. It was also thought advisable that a set of 
standing interrogatories should be framed for the purpose of drawing 
out from the witnesses of every description, masons, seceding masons 
and others, all the facts and information in their knowledge; a copy 
of which interrogatives as finally completed, accompanies this report. 

The committee were aware that the masonic witnesses would prob- 
ably have scruples about disclosing their masonic secret*, which they 
had promised not to disclose. And upon this head they resolved 
unanimously, that they would require the masons to communicate to 
them fully, without reserve, their masonic oaths or obligations, and 
to answer all questions which should be asked respecting them — 
those obligations not being considered as part of their secrets. 
And as to their signs, and tokens, and words, contrived to enable 
masons, and none others, to enter lodges and to distinguish one an- 
other from those not masons, a majority of the committee believed 
that the public would have no curiosity about them, and that it 
would not be a profitable or creditable employment for the commit- 
tee -to endeavor to pry into them. One member said that he cared 
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nothing about them himself, being already satisfied respecting them, 
but he suggested that some of the signs might have a reference to 
the obligations, and thus lead to explain them. 

Others of the the committee observed that as those signs &c. would 
undoubtedly be fully disclosed by seceding masons, and indeed al- 
ready had been; i^could hot be necessary to press masons with ques- 
tions which, they thought, they could not conscientiously answer; 
and which, if they did answer, could bring out nothing which was not 
already fully known; and nothing, (as appeared by the antimasonic 
books themselves,) which could be of the least importance or signifi- 
cance; or with which the community at large could have the slightest 
concern. It was understood that the masons themselves did not de- 
ny that what was called their secrets had been fully disclosed in the 
publications of the day. With regard to their obligations the case 
was quite different. They denied explieitly that they ever took any 
such oaths as were contained in the antimasonic books. They were 
therefore bouqd to show jvhat were the oaths they did take; for the 
public had a right to knew whether their masonic obligations were or 
were not, incompatible with their civil obligations. It was consider- 
ed that there was<a marked difference in the situation of masons and 
seceding masons, as witnesses. A seceder who believed that the 
masonic oaths he had r taken were criminal and of course void: that 
the institution itself and all its ceremonies were criminal; — such a man, 
(if sincere,^ could, with a clear conscience, expose every thing he 
knew relating to masonry. But, on the contrary, a mason who sin- 
cerely believed that masonry was merely a charitable, and therefore 
a meritorious and useful institution; that the masonic obligations, in- 
stead of conflicting with, inculcated the religious, moral, civil and 
social duties and virtues; and that their secrets, as they were called, 
consisted merely of certain signs, &c. necessary to masonic inter- 
course, but having no manner of bearing unen the rest of the com- 
munity: — a mason, who sincerely belie vea this, and felt himself 
bound by the promise he had interchanged with his brethren, not 
to divulge those signs &c.: — such a man, should he, notwithstanding, 
disclose those signs, tokens, words &c. would unquestionably forfeit, 
his word and his honor. 

This it was not thought proper he should be asked to do, espe- 
cially for the mere gratification of insulting or wounding the feelings 
of the witness. This being the case, it was plain that if the same 
rule of examination should be applied to masons and seceding ma- 
sons, it would in its operation be glaringly unequal and unjust. For 
these, and other reasons, a majority of the committee were decidedly 
of opinion that questions having such an object or tendency as above 
mentioned ought not to be put to masonic witnesses. And as no ob- 
jection, other than what has been before stated, was made by any 
member, they did at the time suppose that the course of proceeding 
agreed upon by them was unanimously approved of, or at least unan- 
imously acquiesced in. It was communicated to the committee that 
some gentlemen of the masonic fraternity, considering themselves to 
be placed in a delicate situation, were anxioqs to be informed what 
would be expected of them by the committee. The committee 
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thought it right that this request should be complied with, and re- 
quested their chairman to inform them of the course of proceeding 
with respect to the examination of masonic witnesses which the com- 
mittee had agreed upon. This was accordingly done, and the com- 
mittee were so informed by the chairman. With these arrangements 
the committee commenced the examinations on Wednesday, Dec. 
7th, and soon found that there was little probability of their being 
left without business. 

A number of the principal masons, who had been summoned, at- 
tended punctually : And on the other hand, although the antimasonic 
association (having rightly understood the public notice in which 
individuals had been invited to communicate in writing whatever in- 
formation they might be possessed of,) did not, as they had once be- 
fore the General Assembly, present themselves as a prosecuting par- 
ty, or as a party concerned or interested: Yet a considerable number 
of the leading and most active members of the party — most, if not all, 
of whom were signers of the memorial before mentioned; and were 
those who composed what was called “the State Committee,” which 
was appointed oy the antimasonic convention in September last; (the 
president of the convention being one of the committee;) and was 
then clothed with power to make arrangements for an antimasonic 
prox in the spring — these, or most of them, in their individual capac- 
ity constantly attended the examinations and took part in them. Sev- 
eral of them were stationed at the table, and were freely supplied 
with stationary by order of the committee. They were likewise 
supplied with summons’ or written requests to all such persons as 
they expressed a‘wish to bring before the committee; and, with the 
aid of their friends around them, they were busily employed in bring- 
ing forward witnesses, in taking notes of the proceedings, and in pre- 
paring and handing in questions to the committee. In all which they 
were encouraged by the committee, and every facility and indulgence 
was afforded to them. The same attentions were shown to those of 
the masons who took part in the examinations. _ ■ 

The examinations in Providence occupied the committee more 
than ten hours of each day, on an average, for the term of ten days. 
They adjourned on Saturday night, the 17th Dec. to meet again at 
Newport on the Wednesday following. It was not expected howev- 
er that more than two of the committee would be able to attend there. 
Nor was it thought necessary that any number of members should 
be present at the taking of depositions: the proceedings were all 
public, and the depositions taken and signed by the witnesses them- 
selves, would all be before the committee when they should meet to 
agree upon their report. 

The examinations in Newport occupied eleven days; and during 
the same time a number of further depositions were taken in Provi- 
dence and in Warren by other members of the committee. The ex- 
amination of the first masonic witness in Newport occupied one en- 
tire day. A great deal of time was necessarily consumed in reading 
over the long and numerous manuscript forms ol masonic obligations 
in the various degrees, and in questioning him minutely respecting 
'their several parts and the deferences between them and other differ- 
B 



ent forms which were produced for the purpose of being compared 
with them. Full answers were also taken to all the standing interro- 
gatories, and to a number of other questions handed in by aulimasons. 

In order to avoid the continual repetition of the same forms of 
proceeding upon the examination of every subsequent witness, which 
coujd only be productive of a great deal of unnecessary labor and 
loss of time, the deposition first completed, together with all the in- 
terrogatories, the forms of thejnasonic obligations and a sheet of va- 
riations collected from the different forms contained in antimasonic 
books, were put into the hands of a respectable mason, (the same 
whose deposition had just been taken) who was requested to have 
together a number of tne principal masons, who would be expected 
to give their depositions; and to have all those papers read over to 
them deliberately once for all. This was done solely for the accom- 
modation of the committee, and to save unnecessary trouble and 
waste of time. The committee are assured that no other deposition 
taken by them or any individual member has been at any time out of 
their hands. Although there could be no more impropriety in per- 
mitting a respectable witness, in whose integrity entire confidence 
could be placed, to have the perusal, at home or elsewhere, of any 
deposition previously taken, than in allowing him to he present when 
that and all the other depositions were taken; and, if he pleased, to 
take down in writing the whole of the testimony given. 

, The proceedings of the committee were unavoidably laborious and 
tedious; but were not rendered more so by any attempt, in their 
presence, to embarrass or impede them. All those who appeared, 
whether as witnesses, or to take part in the examinations, conduct- 
ed themselves, (with one exception, which will be presently noticed) 
while before the committee, with strict propriety. And, what was 
of still more importance, all the'members of the committee acted to- 
gether in perfect harmony. And throughout the whole examinations 
nothing occurred in the slightest degree unpleasant, except in a sin- 
gle instance, and that of little importance. 

In the evening of the seventh day of the examinations in Provi- 
dence, when a long deposition of one of the masonic witnesses was 
about being closed, a question was handed in involving a call upon 
the witness to acknowledge some masonic sign or simbol referred to 
in the question. This question was immediately rejected as mani- 
festing a disregard to the rule of the committee which had been re- 
peatedly announced, and acted upon invariably up to that lime; and 
in pursuance of which rule the present witness before he was engag- 
ed, was informed, (as the masonic witnesses generally had been) that 
he would not be required to answer any question about the masonic 
signs, &c. &c. One of the committee (the chairman) observed in 
substance, that the rule in question had been unanimously agreed 
upon by the committee, or that he had heard no member dissent 
when the committee had finally adopted it. They had maturely con- 
sidered the subject, and had no idle curiosity to gratify by prying in- 
to the frivolities of masonry, and endeavoring to find out how the 
masons shook hands, or what motions they made with their thumbs 
or fingers. And he was confident that the public would feel no such 
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curiosity, nor countenance it in others. The person who had pre- 
sented the improper question knew the rule of the committee 
was: they knew also that the witness (with his impressions upon the 
subject) could not answer such a question without forfeiting bisword 
and bis honor; and they had heard the committee assure him that he 
would not be required to answer any such question. To press such 
a question, notwithstanding all this, was indecorous both to the com- 
mittee and the witness, and could have no other object than to insult 
a respectable witness because he was a mason. Such conduct was 
the more re i>re hens ible considering the extreme indulgence which 
had been shown by the c'omm>ttee to all those employed in framing 
and handing in questions — the whole of which, unless clearly infring- 
ing the rule, had been readily received and put to the witnesses to 
whom they were addressed, however unimportant and even frivolous 
many of them might appear. 

After the committee had adjourned that evaping, one of the mem- 
bers (Mr. Sprague) mentioned to the ehairmanthat he had been mis- 
taken in stating that the committee had unanimously agreed upon the 
rule alluded to; that he never had so agreed^ and in proof of this, 
he repeated the remark he had made respecting the probable con- 
nection there was between some of the masonic signs and the obliga- 
tion, as has already been mentioned. This stand was very unex- 
pected to the rest of "the committee, who had until then, supposed 
that the committee was proceeding in the performance of their duty 
with perfect unanimity. They now concluded that it ‘would be best 
not to proceed further with the masonic witnesses but to confine 
themselves to the examination of other witnesses until the whole of 
the committee, (one of them being absent on account of sickness*) 
could get together and endeavor, again, to come to a good under- 
standing. They knew well that there were certain persons who 
stood ready to' take- advantage of the slightest misunderstanding 
among the committee and, to seize upon every occasion and make ev- 
ery exertion to defeat the object (which was to allay the existing ex- 
citements) which the General Assembly bad in view in instituting this 
investigation. They reminded their friend and colleague, (Mr. 
Sprague) of this palpable fact; and of the necesssity there was that 
there should be no disagreement in the committee ; and they assured 
him that if he could not coincide in opinion with the rest of the com- 
mittee they would certainly submit to his opinion. 

It soon appeared that the committee were under no mistake in sup- 
posing that attempts would be made to frustrate the object of the in- 
vestigation. The next morning it was publicly announced that in 
consequence of the expressions made use of the evening before, 
those of the antimaaonic party who had theretofore attended thei 
examination would probably take po further part in them, or some- 
thing to that effect. It was also intimated that the committee were 
partial to the masons and did not examine them so strictly, nor in 
the same manner as they had the seceding masonsf; and it was ru- 

*Mr. Simmons. 

|Th3 witnesses were sworn in * the usual manner* One ot two of them, 
who were called merely to answer some personal charges made against them 



>red that a part of the committee bad bargained with the masons 
Dout the manner in which^h^y should be examined. As soon as 
he committee were all together, (except Mr. Potter who was still 
bsent,) the difficulty which had arisen was mentioned, and Mr. 
iprague having again stated that he never had agreed to the rule in 
[uestion; it was said to him by others of the committee, that, of 
:ourse, as he now asserted it, there could be no doubt of the fact he 
tated_: But they assured him that the rest of the committee had 
eally, all along, believed, that there was no difference in opinion 
imong them, and that he had acquiesced with them in the rule adopt- 
ed; and, as an apology for the mistake which it now seemed they had 
ieen under, they mentioned a number of circumstances which very 
laturally led to such a mistake. They reminded him that when the 
committee had decided upon the mode in which they would proceed, 
bey, all of them, (himself equally with the rest) requested, or au- 
horized, the chairman, to inform the masonic witnesses (who had 
equested to be so inmrmed) what would be expected of them by the 
:ommittee. That the chairman afterwards reported to them all, that 
le had informed some of the principal masons of the rule adopted by 
;he committee with regard to their examination, viz.: that they would 
3e required to disclose fully, and without reserve^ all their masonic 
uaths or obligations; but that the committee cared nothing about 
heir signs or ceremonies, words or tokens, and should ask no ques- 
tions about them. And it was here remarked that this communica- 
tion to the masons so properly given and sanctioned by the whole of 
the committee present — by Mr. Sprague as much as by any of them 
—had been made the foundation of a false charge, that part of the com- 
niUee had bargained with the masons . They further reminded Mr.* 
Sprague that the rule . in question had been repeatedly and publicly 
stated at the sittings of the committee, and had been acted upon up 
:o,tbat time without any appearance of objection to it from any 
quarter. But, since it appeared that the committee had been under 
I mistake, it was necessary that they should now come to a further 
understanding. And in order to meet the suggestion of Mr. Sprague 
respecting the probable connection between some of the masonic 
ligns and the obligations, the following question was framed, vjz.:- — 
l4 Does not a mason, upon entering or leaving a lodge, chapter or en- 
campment, make a sign recognizing, or having allusion to, or indicat- 
ing the penalty of the oath taken in his particular degree and appro- 
priate to the occasion and to the lodge or masonic body he enters 
;>r leaves?” Mr. Sprague expressed himself satisfied with this and 
merely suggested further that, perhaps, it would be as well to put 

preceding witnesses, were sworn to answer such questions as should be put 
to them. The manner of swearing them was no restriction upon their exam- 
nation ; all questions handed in were put to them. Probably this would 
lave been the most proper way to have engaged all the witnesses on such 
momalous examinations. Mr. A. Wilkinson himself mentioned that he should 
irefer giving his testimony by answering questions. Mr. William Harris af- 
er narrating for some time said he did not know how far the committee would 
expect of him to go or how much they would expect of him or some express- 
on to that effect. 
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one question to each of the masonic witnesses for the purpose of as* 
certaining whether he would or would not decline answering quest- 
ions respecting the masonic signs, &c. and that if he declined, no fur- 
ther such questions need be put to him. The rest of the committee 
cheerfully acquiesced in this. And it was also expressed to be the 
understanding of them all, that every member was at full liberty, and 
had a right to put any question he might think proper, without feel- 
ing any restraint from the opinions of other members. And thus this 
conference ended, as all such conferences ought to end, in the per- 
fect reunion and harmony of all the members of the committee 
throughout the subsequent examinations, and no further attempt* 
were openly piade tcy embarrass their proceedings. 

When charges of such a character as necessarily to call into corf* 
flict the bitterest passions of those who make them and those against 
whom they are made, are inquired into, it is certain that jeal- 
ousies will arise and complaints be jnade from one quarter or 
another. And the stronger and more conclusive the testimony shall 
be, in support of the charges, or in refutation of them, the more 
certainly will the convicted party impeach the tribunal and complain 
of partiality and unfairness: For in that way only can the convicted 
party escape condemnation. Of this the committee were fully aware. 
But they were resolved, from the beginning, that whatever disposi- 
tion to complain might be manifested, there should not, at any rate, 
be any cause for complaint. They invited and encouraged commu- 
nication and information from whatever source they could be made or 
furnished. And they put all questions — not directly infringing their 
known rule — handed* in to them, from whatever quarter. And this 
intention to put every question which should be handed in, however 
unimportant, they so strictly adhered to, that no deposition was clos- 
ed until inquiry was made aloud: — if there was any person present 
who wished any further question to be put to the witness; and every 
deposition was kept open until all were fully satisfied, and no further 
questions were offered and called for. 

And finally, before they adjourned to NfcVport they gave public 
notice, that as it had been their intention that every question, by 
whomsoever proposed, should be asked and answered, if there was 
any one who supposed that any question by him handed in had not 
been attended to, and would hand in the same question again, the 
witness for whom it had been intended should be again called and 
such question put to him, if any one of the committee should believe 
that any such question had ever before been handed to them, or was 
of any importance. And for this there would be ample opportunity 
as the General Assembly were shortly to meet in Providence, where 
the members of the committee would all be together at least during 
one week. 

In short, the almost unlimited indulgence shown by the committee 
to all those who took a concern in the examination may be seen in 
the time which has been consumed, in the mass of questions which 
they received from those persons, and put to the witnesses, and in 
the character of many of those questions. And truly, their patience 
was frequently tried to the utmost, while obliging themselves to sit 
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end receive question after question, or sheets of queslipns, from A 
B and C, without allowing themselves to decide whether those ques- 
tions were important or frivolous; pertinent or impertinent. But 
the final result has been satisfactory and successful beyond'their ex- 
pectation. For they believe they may safely say that all the evi- 
dence of any importance and pertinent to the investigation, which 
could by any exertions procured, or“exists, in this State, has been 
procured and is in the possession of the committee. 

The masonic witnesses, who were summoned, attended readily, 
and, — with two exceptions only, — freely answered all questions they 
were required to answer. And the masons also exerted themselves 
in procuring some other testimony. And* on the other hand, those 
with whom the charges originated, .or who were under the responsi- 
bility of having industriously kept them in circulation, must of ne- 
cessity, feel the strongest personal as well as political interest in 
shewing that those charges were not mere fabrications or misrepre- 
sentaiions. And accordingly, that there was no want of zeal, exer- 
tion or perseverance on their part was manifested by the number of 
witnesses brought forward by them from' different parts of the State, 
and from Massachusetts, and by their unwearied attendance at the 
examinations* 

As the depositions in the hands of the committee are numerous, — 
more than a hundred, — and some of them of great length, taking up 
altogether, several hundred folio pages closely written; the commit- 
tee will probably be expected to present a summary analysis and view 
of their contents from which an opinion may be formed of the scope, 
weight and heaviness of the testimony, and of the results and con- 
clusions which may be drawn from it* 

The whole testimony may be divided into, three classes as follows, 
viz : 

1st. That which relates to the forms, terms and contents of the 
masonic obligations. 

2d. That which goes to ascertain and establish the true construc- 
tion, meaning and extent of those obligations as they are understood 
by masons. 

Sd. That which relates to the practices, acts and conduct of ma- 
sons and masonic lodges; and to the supposed criminal avowals and 
declarations of individual masons. 

With respect to the forms or words of the obligations the Mason- 
ic witnesses have furnished in writing those which they declare to be 
the only true ones used in this State up to the highest degrees here 
given. And on the other hand, the antimasons rely upon the author- 
ity of two antimasonic books called “Bernard’s light on masonry” 
and “Allyn’s Ritual;” which they say contain the real forms. And 
the forms in those books are declared to be substantially correct by 
several seceding masons. Upon comparing the two sets of forms, it 
is found that there are no material differences in those of the two 
first degrees; and none we think, are counted upon. In the masters, 
or third degree several differences are pointed out; which however 
do not appear to be of any importance. The following clause, how- 
ever, from Allyn’s forms, is considered as involving something very 
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significant and iiftportant, viz: “furthermore do 1 promise and swear 
that if any part oi this obligation be omitted at this time, 1 will bold 
myself amenable thereto whenever informed.” This clause is not in 
the Rhode Island forms, and all the masons here testify that it makes 
no part of the oath. One mason testified that he had heard a master 
who wanted confidence in his recollections of the oath, introduce 
something of the kind by way of precaution, in case he should forget 
and omit some part of it. But it does not seem to be of any impor- 
tance whether the clause in question is used or not. For it is not 
alledged that any part of the obligation is omitted in the forms given 
by Allyn. But the contrary. When therefore the oath is adminis- 
tered according to AMyn’s form (if that contains the whole, as seced- 
ing masons swear that it does,) there is nothing for the words “if any 
part of this obligation be omitted at this time,” to attach to: and the 
phrase or clause can only be used, (if they are used) by the officia- 
ting master, by way of precaution as before mentioned. But leaving 
these trifling and immaterial variations, there are in the several forms 
of the royal arch mason’s oath some very important differences. 

In the form in Bernard’s antimasonic books the candidate is made 
to swear that he will espouse the cause of a companion royal arch 
mason, so far as to extricate him from any difficulty, “ whether he be 
right or wrong.” He is also made to swear — in the spme form — that 
he will keep the secrets of a companion &c. &c. “ murder and treason 
not excepted .” It is very clear that to take such obligations as these 
would be highly criminal: and if it were true that such are taken; it 
would go fjju* to justify the worst accusations brought against masons. 

We have therefore thought it proper to look strictly into the evi- 
dence in support of this charge. And we think, that the evidence 
of it ought to be strong and conclusive. Because, — putting aside for 
the present, the uniform testimony of all the masonic witnesses, — 
the presumption is strong that respectable and upright men would 
not be guilty of taking criminal oaths, which we know we would not , 
take ourselves. There is also a fair presumption against the strict 
accuracy and impartiality of the books referred to. They, both of 
them, commence in a style of rank personal abuse, and are bitter, 
coarse and violent in the extreme. They were prepared and brought 
out at a time when there was a great demand for such works. And 
they bear every mark of having been manufactured to suit the mar- 
ket. 

Infinite pains were taken in them to exhibit masonry and masona 
in the most hideous and disgusting shapes. It was a period when 
there was a raging appetite for the marvellous and the monstrous. 
When alarms had been excited and suspicions awakened which 
could swallow any tiling. On such occasions there are always men 
enough to profit by the ferment. And accordingly innumerable 
tracts, pamphlets, almanacks, and books were poured out and spread 
over the face of the country, filled, most of them with'painted fig- 
ures, prints and pictures, as if designed for children; pictures of men 
and women, some hanging dead, by the neck; some with their hands, 
and some with their heads cut off and held by the hair in the grasp 
of the murderer standing by; pictures'of swords, spears and daggers; 
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coffins, graves and human skulls with cross bones, and various other 
such hideous devices; all designed to impress upon weak minds, and 
upon those who are out of the way, or have not the means of obtaining 
better information, the belief, that these ar£ true representations of 
scenes acted in the masonic lodges; that these lodges — which, aa we 
are informed, contain nothing that all the world may not see — are, 
like the den of the cyclop's, paved with human skulls and bones; and 
that our friends and neighbors when they enter a lodge turn cannibals, 
and become plotters and approvers of murder, and conspirators 
against the welfare and safety of all the rest of the^community. 

Such books we think, ought not to be received when the charac- 
ters of any of our fellow citizens are implicated. We should not, 
ourselves, expect to be so dealt with. It ought to be observed also 
that both Bernard and Allyn are New York men, and treat — we un- 
derstood — of New York masonry, and of the forms of oaths there 
administered; which — whatever they may be— are no proof of the 
forms used in Rhode Island. For although it is asserted that mason- 
ry is the same all over the world, yet it will not do to pretend that 
the oaths or obligations are the same in different places either in form 
or substance. They are substantially 1 different evert in Bernard and 
Allyn’s books; although they both wrote about the same New York 
ceremonies, and one of them had the other to consult and to copy 
from. Thus Allyn has this clause in his form of the royal arch ma- 
son’s oath, viz: u l furthermore promise and swear that I will employ 
a companion royal arch mason, in preference to any other person of 
equal qualifications!” But not a word of this is in the form given by 
Bernard. 

On the other hand Bernard has this clause. in his form of the same 
oath, viz: “Jiho that I will promote a companion royal arch mason's polit- 
ical preferment in preference to another of ecpial qualifications!” One would 
think that there was some substance in an oath like this, yet there is 
not a word of it in the form Allyn professes to give of the same New 
York oaths. And, Bernard himself says, that, “this clause is some- 
times made a distinct point in the obligation in the following form, 
viz: furthermore do I promise and swear, that I will vote for a compan- 
ion royal arch mason before any other of equal qualifications, and 
in some chapters ” — he continues — “both are left out of the obligation.”* 
Yet these two writers; — differing, totally, as they do as to the form 
and substance of the same oath; — each of them tells us that his book 
contains the only true and correct form of the royal arch mason’s 
oath as administered in New York. 

For still stronger proof, — should any further proof be thought nec- 
essary,-^ that the masonic oaths vary materially and in substance in 
different places, we refer to the depositions of Doct. B. W. Case, 
Moses Thacher and Pliny Merrick, — seceding masons — -which point 

♦The discrepancy between these two book makers in this particular — one 
of them, Bernard for instance, inserting highly obnoxious and criminal clauses 
which Allyn leaves out, on his part inserting different clauses equally criminal 
which Bernard leaves out — gives cause to suspect that each of them dressed 
out the obligations in such manner, as he thought would render them most of- 
fensive. 
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out additions or omissions of more importance in point of substance, 
than all the rest contained in Bernard or Allyn’s forms. And it ap- 
pears also from the masonic depositions, that the oaths are not the 
same in all respects, even in different parts of this small State. It is 
palpable therefore that the forms of the oaths, as administered in 
New York or elsewhere, even if there was any proof what those 
forms are — which, as we have just seen, there is not, but the contra- 
ry — would be no evidence of the forms used in Rhode-Island. 

The same remark applies to the deposition of Pliny Merrick, which 
was written out by him and sworn to in Worcester,' at the request of 
one of the members of this committee. * But although his testimony 
proves nothing respecting the oaths administered in Rhode-Island; 
yet on other accounts it deserves some nolice. He is the only wit- 
ness who directly swears t ha t the criminal clauses contained in Ber- 
nard’s forms, as before cited, are ever administered any where, as 
p.arts of the royal arch mason’s oath. 

It strikes this committee that any man who would take an oath to 
espouse the cause of a brother royal arch mason, &c. etc. ‘ whether he l* 
right or tcron^-,” and to keep his secrets, ‘‘avurdcr and treason not except* 
ed ;” — that any man who would be guilty of such a crime, would bo 
no more entitled to. credit for any thing he should afterwards swear 
to, than if he hail been convicted of a felony. Mr. Merrick seems 
himself to have a consciousness of this. And throughout his long 
deposition ; while he labors to fasten the odious charge upon his 
brethren; he studiously avoids acknowledging that any such obliga- 
tions were ever administered to himself. This is a striking feature 
in his deposition. He savs that he doe 3 not distinctly recollect the oaths 
and obligations of the chapter degrees, including the royal arch , as admin- 
istered to him. And he gives his reasons for it, and continues thus,—- 
u Besides this , when the royal arch oath was adminhlcred to in c I was v pry 
much overcome both by the pre nous fatigue I had undergone and the nature 
and charade*' oj the and becoming faint i ms removed from the 

room before its. fld-iii nisi ra tin, i uin* firJAef. On ?:r; rf. ovary I reiunxd to 
the room of the chzplrr and through the remaining ceremonies, hvi I 

have no recollection ih.i! ihz yemd.iing pad of the o.vh was administered.” . 

After having tints ciiserrdip.rrcs^ed himr.eif, he prc< eods very freely 
and expresses his belief that the chapter oaths are given in Bernard’s 
book substantially as ho ka: .d, — net, as hs look , — and heard them ad- 
ministered. H o diclitftdlj rcc-Ahds that the candidate ocean 1 that he will 
espouse the cause of -i arch companion. Sjc. iyc. 

or wrong." Ha believes that the candidate swears to keep 1 
of a c.Qimiahion, &o. ,&c. murder and tree yen rot excepted . 

]y he kau no douht’on th : s point, hut. his conversation with many 
masons respecting it h ; :vs led him to doubt. lie b.‘:S UixcA his memo • 
rj to t'*e and ran raw o guv, th r :t while l? does vM feel certain , he 

yet believes that the words l( i:vi'\hr and treason rot except*:!”! were used, bvt 
this belief is founded on a varAt j of cit cumsUinces distinct from a precise 
re^olhrtion of the fact: 

This part of*!\o deposition i3 not happily exprossed. It is calcu- 


‘uhcdier he be right 
secrets 


the 


Former - 


*Mr. Sprague. 


C 
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> make an impression that Mr. Pliny Merrick was desirous that 
ler should believe his masonic brethren to be guilty of a mon 
srime, without his taking upon himself the responsibility of 
ig the fact* 

[Other part of his deposition this witness says that he was, one year, 
to the office of high priest, which is the highest office in the chapter; 
tepted the appointment. That his predecessor Doct. Chapin, then 
him all the forms , ceremonies , oaths and obligations of the several 
of the chapter and that he committed them to memory . “He had 
ard Doct. Chapin repeat the oaths in the chapter while high 
and on one occasion he had heard a grand lecturer employed 
grand lodge of Massachusetts repeat the royal arch mason’s 
-and thus qualified, he himself during half a year, officiated in 
ipter in his office of high priest, and discharged all the duties 

n reading this the inquiry forcibly presents itself to the mind, 
should happen that by far the most important part of the oath 
n by Bernard, should make or leave so light an impression 
r. Merrick’s mind, that in a very few years he should be in 
whether it did or did not make a part ol the oath which he had 

> perfectly familiar with; which he most probably had himself 
stered; had often heard repeated and committed to memory; 
le should distinctly recollect, as he says, all other part3 of much 
portance. He says that he once knew a candidate to hesi- 
the words 11 whether he be right or wrong” and ask whether it 
\ so? But he does not recollect whether the same candidate 
d at the words “murder and treason not excepted It is also to 
arked with respect to this witness, that if he really was quite 

whether he took the criminal oaths or not; yet when he 
ae a study of them, and acquired a perfect and familiar knowl- 
f them, the plea of ignorance will no longer avail, 
it is for others to decide whether it would be more charitable 
s this royal 1 arch mason, to believe, that since he has become 
ler and a political antiraason, — as it appears he has, — he has 
>d by the strength of his party prejudices and interests to mis- 
*nt the masonic oaths, or that, while he was an adhering raa- 
; was guilty of practising upon, and of administering, or coun- 
ing the administering to others, of oaths which he knew to be 
highest degree criminal. In what this witness says about a 
ecturer appointed by the grand lodge; we are inclined to think 
it be mistaken; since it is abundantly proved that.there is no 
ttion between a grand lodge and any ot the chapter degrees.* 
committee do not consider it to be within their province to 
s any opinion respecting the oaths as administered in Massa- 
ts. They have no evidence before them to enable them to 
The solitary deposition of Mr. Merrick speaks of a local 
:e: What his brethren of the chapter might have to say upon 

may have done what Mr. Merrick tays he did, bat not in his charac- 
icturer of the grand lodge. 
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the subject, if called upon, we cannot tell.* But it is impossible te 
believe that their testimony would have any resemblance to his. We 
will only notice further that many hundreds of respectable men and 
masons in Massachusetts have solemnly declared that they have nev- 
er administered or taken obligations of any such character. 

As there is no evidence that the obnoxious and criminal clauses in 
the forms of oaths contained in the antimasonic books, ever made any 
part of the forms used in Rhode Island, or indeed, any where else; the 
committee do not think it worth while to lose time in stating the 
testimony to the contrary. But the testimony of the Rev. Moses 
Thatcher of Wrentham, Massachusetts, — a seceding mason,— ought 
not to be overlooked. He had taken in Providence seven degrees 
in masonry, including the degree of royal arch mason. When asked 
if he swore to assist a companion royal arch mason, Ci whethtr he be 
right or wrong,” and to keep his secrets “murder and treason not except- 
ed;” be swore positively that those clauses were not in the oaths ad- 
ministered to him. The words “without exception," in relation to 
revealing the secrets, he thought were not in his oath , and he did not 
recollect a promise to employ a companion , *^c. in preference lo another per- 
son . But notwithstanding he had thus falsified the forms of oaths in 
Bernard and Allyn in nearly all that is of any importance in thoso 
oaths, he yet swore that the obligation in the rojal arch degree is 
substantially the same as that administered to him. 

This witness manifests the same disposition that is so apparent iu 
the deposition of Mr. Merrick, to make the oath bear upon others as 
heavily as he possibly could, consistently with his own exculpation. 
Thus he says ne is confident tfyat he swore to assist a royal arch ma- 
son when in any difficulty, &c.; and he does not recollect that any 
icind of difficulty was excepted; — clearly leaving it to be inferred that 
the brother mason is to be assisted “whether he be right or wrong.” 
Although, when answering for himself he swore that those words 
were not admiuistered to him nor “any words equivalent to them." 

The committee have before them a sheet handed in by antimasons 
showing the differences between the Rhode Island forms of the oaths 
and those contained in the antimasonic books. We have examined 
them all and do not find any material differences other than those al- 1 
ready mentioned. The committee finding no proof to the contrary, 
must consider the manuscript forms handed to them by the masons 
who best know what oaths they administer or . take, to be — with such 
Immaterial variations as are made in different parts of the State, — the 
real forms of the masonic oaths administered in this State. 

The committee have attentively examined those forms of oaths 
and they can find nothing in the promises which masons make to one 
another as contained in them, to which a charge of criminality can 
attach. And indeed, as we believe, the promissory parts of the 
obligations are not so much relied upon as furnishing proof of the 
criminality of masonry. 

It is the penal clause of the obligation, as the committee under- 
stand it, that is considered to be highly criminal in itself; and is made 

•Mr. Merrick however does inform as that those of his brethren with whom 
be had conversed, disagreed with him. 



tbo basis of all' the charges ae&inst masonry and masons. It is charge 
ed against masons that, by this penal clause, they subject themselves 
to the absolute control of a secret masonic power and bind them- 
selves by ties paramount to, and incompatible with, all their civil, re- 
ligious and moral obligations. The evidence offered in support of 
the charge is, 1st, The terms or language of the penal clause itself: 
2d, The recognition of the penalties, in the masonic signs and sym- 
bols: and 3d, The testimony of witnesses.* 

Report, in part, of committee ou Masonry, Uc. House of Representatives, January 20, 
1882. Read, received and laid on the table. \YA1. S. PATTEN, Clerk. 

1st. The term ? or language of the penal clause considered. 

What was the character of the masonic fraternity at the remote 
period when their obligations were framed; or how thosp obligations 
were, at that day, understood and received by masons; cannot, now, 
be known. But it is evident that those antiqne forms and obligations, 
though still continued to be used, must from period to period, and 
among various people, in different countries, make different impres- 
sions, and receive different construction -, conforming to the progres- 
sive state of society and civilization. 

It is to be noticed that the penal or binding clause of the masonic 
obligation, is, in substance, the same from the first to the last degree 
of masonry. It is an invocation of death, varied in forms only 
throughout all the degrees in succession: — we mean all the degrees 
given in this State. When therefore the meaning and true construc- 
tion of one of those penal clauses is rightly understood there is noth- 
ing more to be learnt respecting any o£ them. 

The style of the penal clause of a master mason’s obligation is as 
follows, viz: “Rinding myself under no less penalty than that of hav- 
ing my body severed in two”&c. &c. We avoid taking any more of 
the clause than is necessary; because the language, if not criminal, is 
certainly improper and offensive. 

The meaning conveyed by the words just recited, or any similar 
words, must depend upon the occasion on which they arc used. If 
such a penalty was prescribed in any existing law for a specified of- 
fence, the words would plainly have reference to the law, and would 
be construed in the same manner as the words “And this affirmation 
I make and give upon the peril of the penalty of perjury;” which pro 
used by some witnesses and some public offic ers when taking their 
engagements as required by law. But should the same words “Bind- 
ing myself under no loss a penalty' 1 &c., he used before any mere as- 
sociation or company of individuals, it would be impossible (one 
would think) to consider them in any other light than as a strong 
(and certainly an improper) invocation, or imprecation, intended to 
increase the solemnity of the engagements entered into, and to make 
a deeper impiession of the sincerity of the person entering into them; 
and of his Used determination to adhere to them. 

Before the words in question can be understood in the horrid reuse 
in which sonw persons appear to be very anxious to have them un- 

# The preceding part of the report was mad* to the Gcrtral* rvh’y r.t 
their January session, A. I>. 1R32, as per ccrtifirnf-! tin* ffk'rk. 
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derstood, it must be 'shown, 1st. That the person using them, seri- 
ously recognizes and acknowledges in the lodge be enters, an unlim- 
ited power and jurisdiction over his life and actions; and 2d. That 
the lodge seriously claims and asserts such power and jurisdiction. 
With respect to the candidate’s understanding of the matter, we are 
informed that until the masons very recently made public all the ma- 
sonic obligations administered in this stale, he (the candidate) did 
not know a word of the obligations he took until he came to rehearse 
them after the master. It would be absurd therefore to charge him 
with intending to recognize or acknowledge a power and jurisdiction 
in the lodge, which he could have no idea that the lodge pretended 
to claim. 

But he did know, from the previous address which it is proved by 
all the witnesses, is made to every candidate before he takes the ob? 
ligations, that those obligations were not to be construed or under- 
stood as containing any thing contrary to religion, morality, or the 
laws of his country, lie knew from the books of ruaso7iic constitu- 
tions and masonic monitors , which were in general circulation, that in- 
stead of his being required to take any obligations incompatible with 
his other duties, all those duties were (as he was taught to believe,) 
inculcated and cherished in the institution he was about to enter. 
And lastly in the by-laws of the lodge, which were freely opened to 
him, he saw nothing hut wholesome regulations enforced by moder- 
ate penalties. The power of expulsion being the highest power 
which the lodge claimed to possess or exercise in any case; even in 
the case of a disclosure of its masonic proceedings. All this inform- 
ation every candidate ought to be supposed 10 possess because no 
man of ordinary prudence or understanding would join a lodge until 
he had possessed himself of it. At any rate many are possessed of 
all this previous knowledge, nnd the obligations are not designed to 
be differently construed in different cases. 

Such being the circumstances under which the obligations have 
been administered, it is evident that the candidate who look them, 
coiild only understand and construe them according to the previous 
instructions and insight into the principles and objects of masonry, 
which masonry itself had imparted to him. Nor could the lodge at- 
tempt to put any different construction upon them. For it cannot 
surely be believed that they would dare to tell the new member that 
they claimed jurisdiction and power over his life and actions, and that 
they had so framed the obligations he had just taken, as to make him 
acknowledge and recognize that power without knowing it.* That 
all that had been held out to him, in their books of constitution, by- 
laws, monitors and addresses was a mere deception contrived to lead 
him Into the snare; and that he must thenceforth consider his duties 
and obligations to his family, to society and to his country, all, as 
secondary and subordinate to the obligations he had laid himself under 
to them, the lodge. 

The idea is preposterous, and equally so would he the supposition 

* It is proved and acknowledged that every mason is instructed, io the 
eharges or lectures, or both, not to solicit or urge any person to become a ma- 
son; and not to recommend any ono whose character is not good. 
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that any ttiatt, *ith a kpark of regard for character or principle, 
would, knowingly enter a lodjje upon such base and criminal condi- 
tions; o*r would continue in It for a single moment after detection. 
And on f fhe other hand, is it not wholly incredible that any body of 
men, whether masons or others, would undertake to assume, or pre- 
tend to .possess powers, the very claim to which would be criminal 
and punishable; and the exercise of which would subject them to 
Vtte punishment of death, in the most ignominious form, as the vilest 
of criminals! Suspicion is never so strong as when it gets entirely 
free from facts ana reason; and weak or suspicious minds are never 
easy until they do get clear of them. It is then that the grossest ab- 
surdities produce the strongest convictions. But in most minds sus- 
picion and credulity have tneir limits; and there are few men we think, 
whom the arts of imposters can bring to believe that a numerous and 
promiscuous collection of men, amounting in some lodges, to seve- 
ral hundred; and comprehending men of various descriptions, char- 
acters, habits, pursuits, interests and stations in life; many of them 
having little or no acquaintance with each other, and no intercourse 
in business or society;, some of them perhaps at variance and open 
hostility with each other as is often the case; some of them men of 
high standing in the community for their integrity and worth; and 
some of them men of loose, or light, or profligate characters; in 
whom no manner of confidence can be placed; that all these can ex- 
ist together as a secret, confidential, criminal combination, claiming, 
«nd, without any possible interest, object or inducement, mutually 
conceding and acknowledging jurisdiction and power over each oth- 
ers lives and actions; each one, with unlimited confidence, trusting 
and placing his personal safety, his character, and perhaps his life iu 
the hands and power of all and every one of the others, without dis- 
tinction; the lowest and worst as well as the best: and enabling them 
all, at any moment, to bring him into danger, disgrace and ruin. 

The idea of a secret execution of their criminal purposes would be 
preposterous, even were we to consider them as entertaining crimin- 
al purposes more than any other bodies of men, and without auy as- 
eignable motive. The chance of concealment and escape is the reli- 
ance only of practised criminals, who care comparatively little about 
detection. Yet the most hardened ruffian’s arm is oftener palsied by 
the terror of detection and punishment, than it is nerved Dy the su- 
rest hope and prospect of escape, and the strongest temptation to 
plunder or revenge. When he does strike, he takes his victim una- 
wares, and takes care to leave nothing which can possibly lead to 
detection: at least so he intends and believes. Yet his secret, though 
confined to his own single bosom, often gnaws its way out to the 
light, and is betrayed by his own uncontrolable terrors. But if the 
masonic societies were as bad as the assassins, (a3 it seems there are 
some who are bad enough to wish they should be thought to be) their 
situation, in respect to security from detection, would be far worse 
than his. For if there was in reality any such terrible tribunal as is 
pretended, or any such penalty of death, which they claimed the 
power of inflicting, any mason who should incur that penalty, by 
violating his masonic obligations, would, of course, be the first to 
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know his offence against masonry, and his danger, and would have 
the means of safety fully in his own hands. He would have nothing 
to do but to make his complaint before the magistrates, against his 
enemies, and expose their criminal pretentions and threats, and they 
would find themselves in shackles before they could raise jbl finger 
against him. Or if they were not proceeded against to this extremi- 
ty, their alarm in consequence oi such a complaint and exposure, 
their fear for their own safety, and dread of detection and punish- 
ment, would be an effectual security to him against any future at- 
tempt, on their part, to molest him. In short, they would be much 
more in his power than he would be in theirs. Such, it appears to 
us, is the plain conclusion to which we must necessarily arrive if we 
reason on the subject. 

And is there any thing inconsistent with this conclusion even in the 
case of Morgan? If the lodge or chapter, to which he belonged, 
acted as a secret tribunal, claiming power over the lives of the mem- 
bers, and determined to execute vengeance upon any who should be- 
tray the secrets of the institution; would not Morgan, being a mason r 
and knowing that the very existence of the institution depended upon 
the preservation of its mysteries, which he was about to disclose; 
and that such an act would certainly excite their wrath to the utmost 
and bring down their bitterest vengeance upon his head; would he 
not, thus apprized of his danger and of his enemy, would he not have 
guarded and protected himself against them? And would it not have 
been amply and perfectly in his power to have done so? There 
would have been a criminality sufficiently definable, and a criminal 

K easily pointed out and reached. There would have been noth- 
>r him to have done but to have gone before the proper magis- 
trates, and have made a regular complaint, and the criminal parties 
could not possibly have escaped. They would probably have been 
detected on their own examinations. 

• But there would, besides, have been the direct testimony of at 
least two witnesses against them; Morgan the complainant and Miller 
his partner in the work, who was also a mason. And in all probabil- 
ity there would have been other seceding masons, who might have 
been produced as witnesses. At all events enough must nave ap- 
peared to have shown the necessity of reamring the persons accused 
to have given bond for the peace. To alledge that the magistrates 
in the neighborhood were all masons or under the influence of the 
masons, would not, if the fact was true, be a sufficent answer. For 
it would so much the more clearly have shown to Morgan the immin- 
ent dancer he was in, and the necessity of his applying to magis- 
trates of a higher and more extensive jurisdiction. But, even if the 
neighboring magistrates had been so corrupt, which, it would be go- 
ing great lengths, for us to presume, as to have refused to have at- 
tended to his complaint; bis naving formally and publicly made such 
a complaint, and tendered sufficient testimony to sustain it, would 
llave fully answered his purpose, so far "as his own personal saftey 
and rights were concerned. For no injury could have been done to 
him afterwards without fastening the accusations upon those against 
whom he had made them. And in this tho magistrates themselves 
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would have been involved, aod, of course, would have been deeply 
interested in his safety. 

It is certain therefore that in the case supposed; all the means of 
safety would have been perfectly at Morgan’s command. And it is 
past belief that he would have rushed upon his fate, and have made 
no use of those means. It is therefore but a fair inference, that, no 
such secret tribunal, and no such assumed power over life existed; 
since, if they had existed, they must have been known to him, and 
he would have protected himself against them. So far from doing 
this, it does not appear that he felt himself under any greater appre- 
hensions than any other individual, would naturally have felt, who 
was about to do an act which he knew would exasperate a large and 
influential class of individuals. This, Morgan, and every body’ else 
who was acquainted with his intended disclosures, knew would be 
the effect of his publication; and no doubt he calculated upon it. 
But, it seems, he chose to encounter the anger and threats of the of* 
fended persons rather than forego his prospects of profit from the 
adventure he had engaged in. 1 * lie therefore went on with his 
work until his progress was arrested by t lie hands of the ruffians who 
had openly beset and threatened him from the beginning. f 

# ♦ V e have not h'&rri it that Morgan had any other motive for his 

publication than that of reaping a pecuniary profit from the disclosure of the 
masonic mysteries which had been confided to him, as a mason, by his breth- 
ren. it appears by a narrative in Bernard's book, said to have been prepar- 
ed under the inspection of a number of anlimasonic committees, and by a re- 
port of a committee to the aniii.iusomc Lonrcnlion at Philadelphia in 1830, that 
lie it as born in Culpepper County, Va. and was by trade a brick and stone 
mason. He was afterwards a merchant in Richmond: and il it is said (con- 
tinues the last mentioned report) that he was a captain in a militia regiment, 
and was present at tbs battle of New Orleans in Jan. 18 15.” He next 
commenced the business of a brewer in Upper Canada. Being there burnt 
out and reduced to poverty, be went to Rochester in N. Y. and again took 
his trade of a mason; but an indamation of the eyes soon afterwards incapac- 
itated kun for labor. From Rochester lie went to Batavia, and there under- 
took the compilation and publication of his hook, in company with one Miller, 
who was a printer and freemason. Afterwards one Johns , having offered to 
advance what money might be wanted, was taken info the concern, and was to 
share in the profits. But Johns, (il is said in the reports referred in) joined 
Mon ;*an an 1 Mill' , r onlr for the purpose of d.’fcnlin^ 1h. ri publication. 

fFroin the same anlimasonic narratire it appears, that although there were 
a considerable number actually engaged in fho ab h clion of Morgan, and ma- 
ny were acquainted with it, yet in all probability there were hut verv few 
who had ar.y hied in (he nmrder, or any knowledge of it, or who would have 
had any concern in it had the des-pm b*on known to t ; »em. The original plan, 
(outrageous enough to !>'.* sure) was t** confine him in Canada, where be was 
Actually carried. But the pors *i.s ‘ngag^il for that purpose not being 1 prepar- 
ed to receive him, and probably ahrb.ki.'.g from the danger, he was brought 
bark to American s. i r ?»nc! confuted i:i a magazine, when: he. re m a i. nil 
during six days fit hast. It ij stated that a c ‘inflation as to the inrdc of 
disposing of him was h;»M on th« i.i -ht of the I4ihofS , pt. 13’2(>, by seven 
persons, who do torrefied to cast hi.n into Iho river. “ After Urey had started 
to csrry that dot rminalien into effect,” says lh** report just mentioned, “one 
tf the company discovered a rduia we to go such lengths, which encouraged 



la forming a rational opinion upon this subject of the masonic pen 
wlties, some light may be obtained from the other clauses of the ob- 
ligations. In the penal part of the master mason’s obligation, the 
candidate binds himself not to violate any part of that obligation. But 
there are many parts of it which are' comparatively unimportant. . 
For instance, the following, according to Allyn, are among'the prom- 
ises made by the candidate, viz: 1st. That he will not wrong the 
lodge, nor a brother of that degree, to the value of one cent, &c. 
2d. That be will not speak evil of a brother master mason, &c. 3d. 
That he will not be at the initiating of a young man in nonage, an old 
man in dotage, an hermaphrodite, or a woman, &c. According then 
to the construction which some antimasons insist upon putting upon 
-the penal clause, should a master mason fail to keep any of those 
promises, the lodge would have unconditional power, by his own sti- 
pulation and consent, to have “his bocfy severed in two in the centre, 
nod divided to the north and south, his bowels burnt to ashes in the 
midst, and scattered by the four winds of heaven, that there might 
not the least remembrance remain among men or masons of so vile 
and perjured a wretch, as he had become by having wronged a lodge 
or a brother to the value of one cent; or having spoken evil of him; 
or, (as the case might be) of having been present at the initiating of 
a man under 31 years of age, ora woman, ot an hermaphrodite. 
And, in the last case, that of initiating an hermaphrodite, &c. &c. the 
whole lodge then present being equally guilty of that unpardonable 
crime, the tribunal must pass sentence of death upon itself, and exe- 
cute the sentence by committing suicide. And, after all, if this sage 
construction of the penal clause was to be adopted, what would it 
amount to? It would only bind the member to beep his several pre- 
ceding promises, all plainly defined and expressed; and which, if they 
contained any thing in themselves objectionable, are rendered per- 

olhers to remonstrate , and the project was abandoned jor that time. On the 
night of the 15th, a similar consultation was held between four persons, as to 
the disposition of Morgan but nothing was decided upon . At this consulta- 
tion colonel King became offended with Mr. Giddins, for expressing a desire 
l hat Morgan should be released; and Giddins surrendered to him the key of 
the magazine Thus we see how difficult it is even for* the most daring and 
flagitious men to prepare their minds for the commission of murder. These 
persons had already, before they took the life of Morgan, gone so far, that 
they had reduced themselves to the direful necessity of deciding between his 
fate and their own. And yet, although thus tempted onward to the final 
catastrophe, and still, no doubt filled with revengeful feelings towards 
the victim, they repeatedly recoiled from the horrid deed. Three, out of 
the seven who met on the first night, shrunk from the commission of the 
crime; and some of them remonstrated against it; and one of the remaining 
four who met the second night even, expressed a wish that Morgan should be 
released; and from what passed between him (Giddins) and "the miscreant 
King, it is probable that hut for the latter, the deed would' not have been 
done. At any rate, there is reason to' believe and hope, that not more than 
three or four persons were actually concerned in the murder. And by them 
it was perpetrated because they were murderers in nature and in character, 
and would have done the same deed on any other occasion, and in any other 
cause in which the same baneful passions should have been excited to the same 
excess. D 
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fectly .harmless by the qualifications, *and explanations, and condi- 
tions, under which they are taken. And, beyond this, the lodge' 
would not have the slightest power or control over him, even upon 
the supposed construction. 

There is one curious piece of documentary evidence, proving the 
correctness and truth ot the constructions and explanations, given 
by masons, of their masonic obligations, which has been inadvertently 
furnished by those who now insist upon a totally different under- 
standing of those obligations; such an one as would render them 
highly criminal. In the published proceedings of an antimasonic as- 
semblage, held in Boston in May last, we find the following entry, 
viz: “On motion of B. F. Hallett, Esq. of R. I. it was resolved that' 
Messrs. Hallett, Whalley and Pike, of Suffolk, be a committee to 
examine a pamphlet herewith presented, believed to have been de- 
signed and published in cypher, by masons, as a guide for masters of 
lodges,” &c. &c. And shortly afterwards, among the same proceed- 
ings, is to be found the report of that committee.' More than one 
half of that report is occupied in establishing the fact that the said 
pamphlet in cypher is a genuine masonic work, and “ contains original 
masonry, in the three first degrees as administered in the New England 
lodges This fact they pronounce to be conclusively substantiated 
by such kind of evidence as that on which “rests,” to use their own 
language, “the proof of the origin of the most celebrated works of antiquity, 
and, in a great degree, the authority of the scriptures themselves .” They 
therefore, “by way of distinction,” they say, designate this book by 
the title of “The Mason’s own book.” In another part of the re- 
port they say, “we have also satisfactory evidence of the fact, that 
another copy of this work is in the possession of an adhering mason 
in Newport, R. I.” It happens that this last mentioned copy is now 
in possession of this committee; and has been identified by the testi- 
mony of one of the witnesses, (Doct. B. W. Case,) who had been in 
possession of both the copies; that which was carried to Boston* 
as well as this. Dr. Case obtained this book from Capt. Howland* 
a mason, and afterwards loaned it to the chairman of this committee* 
whom he also favored with a key or translation of a considerable por- 
tion of it, with which, for a clue, the rest is easily decypheved. The 
committee before mentioned, after assuring the Boston assembly that 
“the information developed is doubtless highly important,” conclude 
as follows, viz: “Annexed to this report, is a correct translation of 
the three first lectures comprised in the pamphlet under considera- 
tion, all which is submitted for the disposition of the convention.” 
But it seems that, that convention did not think proper to make any 
other dispostion of the highly important translation, than to suppress 
it; for it is not to be found among the published proceedings of that 
body; and we do not understand that it ever has been made public. 
The reason of this attempted concealment and suppression of that 
important document is now obvious. It appears that the oaths given 
in that book in cypher, are the same as those proved to be used by 
masons in Rhode Island; almost word for word the same as those 
used in Newport; and wholly falsifying the forms contained in Ber- 
nard and Allyn’s books, so far as they differ from the Bhode Island 



forms; not one of the obnoxious clauses introduced in those books 
being found in “ The maeon'e own book*” 

But we refer now to this book in cypher for another purpose. Tt 
contains the lectures for the three first degrees; in which lectures 
the masonic signs and ceremonies are taught and explained. The 
lecturing is carried on by questions and answers between the. master, 
or lecturer, and the senior warden, — we understand — or some officer 
of the lodge. In the very first page of the first lecture, we find the 
following questions and answers, viz: “Q. What makes you a mason? 
A. My obligation. Q. How shall I know you to be a mason? A. 
By a certain sign, token, word, and the perfect points of my initita- 
tion. Q What are signs? A. Right angles, horizontal and perpen- 
dicular. Q. Please to give me the sign of an entered apprentice.” 
The mason rises and gives the sign. Q. Has that any allusion? “A. 
It has, to the penalty of my oblgation, that I would rather have my 
throat cut across from ear to ear than to reveal the secrects of free- 
masonry unlawfully.” 

Here we find the identical construction and explanation of the ma« 
sonic penalties which have uniformly been given by the masons 
themselves, — who, in further explanation, say “that a mason, like a 
Christian, promises to be faithful even unto death,” but thereby gives 
no jurisdiction or power over his life, or actions to any tribunal 
whatever. And that this, with masons, is the true understanding of 
the masonic penaltjps, is now, we find, proved beyond dispute, by 
this book in cypher; which, according to the committee which pre- 
sented it to the Boston antimasonic assembly before mentioned — was 
designed “as a guide for masters of lodges,” and was found, — anoth- 
er copy of it, — among the papers of a deceased adhering mason, a 
citizen of Providence, “several years, — as that committee say,— be- 
fore the abduction of William Morgan, and of course before antima- 
lonryhad an existence.”' 

And the same explanation of the sense of the penal clause is hon- 
estly given by Doct. B. W. Case; who, if we are rightly informed 
has better reasons for being hostile to masons than any other man ia 
the State. He refers to Bernard and Allyn’s books for the history 
°f Hiram Abiff, which, — according lo them, — is shortly this, viz. z 
That Hiram was the grand master mason, — workman, — at the build- 
tog of Solomon’s temple, and possessed the mysteries of the trade in 
the highest degree. That, when the temple was nearly completed, 
some of the fellow crafts,— under workmen,— conspired to extort 
the secrets from Hiram, “that they might pass,” says Bernard, “as 
posters in other countries, and receive higher wages.” They way- 
kid Hiram and demanded the secrets ; he refused to give them and 
persisted in his refusal, and they murdered him . Thug Hiram AbifiT 
* a s murdered by ruffians for keeping the secrets from them, and not 
hy masons for violating hte obligations by revealing them. After th» 
history is gone througn, “the master” says Doct. Case; and so say 
m substance, Bernard and Allyn, “addresses the, candidate, and 
tells him he now represents, not only one of the greatest of men, but 
th® greatest mason we have any account of; viz.: our grand master 
Hiram, whose tragical death is thus related,” &c. as above. Doct. 



Case then proceeds: “He,” the candidate, “ is then impressed in the 
strongest manner by the master that he must imitate Hiram and lose 

HIS LIFE RATHER THAN REVEAL ANY OF THE SECRETS OF MASONRY.” 

2d. Evidence of the meaning of the masonic penalties to be derived from the 
masonic sign* and symbols , #c. 

It appears that there are certain masonic signs, &c. appropriate to 
the different degrees in masonry by which those degrees are distin- 
guished one from another; and that those signs, &c. have allusion to 
the penalties of the obligations of the respective degrees. And what 
that allusion is and how understood by masons k, as we have al- 
ready seen and fully explained and shown in the masonic lectures 
contained in the books in Cypher, where, the question being asked; . 
the answer is, that the sign of the degree has allusion to the penalty 
of the obligation, viz.: that he, the mason, had rather suffer so and so 
than to violate Ms obligations. The same explanation, of course, ap- 
plies equally to the masonic symbols, &c.; for it is evident that all 
masonic signs, ceremonies, symbols or emblems, which respectively 
have allusion to the penalties of the different masonic obligations 
must necessarily be understood in connection with those obligations 
- aud in the same manner as they are understood. For instance; the 
emblematical representation of a tall steeple with the figure of a man’s 
head on the top of it, has allusion to the penalty of the knight tem- 
plar’s obligation, viz.: “that he had rather hajre his head placed 
upon the top of the tallest steeple in Christendom than to violate 
his obligations. 

Thus it appears that the evidence to be derived from the masonie 
signs, symbols and ceremonies, is confirmatory of the explanation 
which masons give of the masonic obligations. 

$d. The meaning of the masonic penalties and obligations according to 
testimony of witnesses. 

Whether the obnoxious and criminal clauses found in the forms of 
oaths in the New York antimasonic books, were inserted to %erv& 
the purposes of corrupt politicians in that State, or are really use«f 
in their lodgqs or chapters, we have not the means of ascertaining- 
But we have seen that the obligations taken by masous in this Stat ^ 
are wholly free from those criminal clauses, and of this fact, the ev- 
idence would be satisfactory and conclusive even without the testi~ 
mony of the masonic witnesses. It is verified, indeed, even by tb® 
testimony of several of the most respectable of the seceding masons? 
so far as their information went; particularly by Anson Potter, and 
John Brown; the last of East Greenwich, and one of the signers of 
the antimasonic address published in September last. Those, then* 
and no others are the obligations, the meaning of which, as under- 
stood by masons, it is wished to ascertain. For this purpose the 
masons themselves were called upon, who alone could tell what was 
their understanding of them. 

The proceeding, certainly, was not an ordinary one ; and it might 
well be questioned whether the committee or any other tribunal, if 
resisted, could have adhered to it. But the masons having at the 
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request of the committee, written out and delivered in the forms of 
all the masonic obligations administered in this State, as before men- 
tioned; freely came forward ,when called upon, and upon their oaths 
gave, full, explicit and unequivocal explanations of all those obliga- 
tions, and of the sense in which they had always understood them; 
and without hesitation answered all questions put respecting them, 
as well those handed in by their adversaries as those put directly by 
the committee. 

Thd masonic witnesses examined were about sixty in number, most 
of whom explained their obligations and in Substance, uniformly in 
the same way. They are all of them men of good standing and many 
of them men of high standing and respectability in the community. 
The grand lodge, which is the representative head of all the lodges, 
had also given the same explanations in an address to the public. 
Those explanations may therefore be considered as expressing the 
sense of the whole masonic fraternity in the State. And being in all 
respects consistent with the obligations themselves, (as proved to 
be taken in connection with and qualified by the previous addresses 
and the charges) the question as to the sense iivwhich those obliga- 
tions are understood by the masons themselves, who have taken 
them ought to be considered as settled; unless there is some proof 
that they have given different explanations on other occasions; or 
have 'practised upon a different construction. In that case it would 
be necessary to compare the conflicting testimony and to decide 
upon its relative weight. But there is no such proof of any kind 
whatever. The testimony given by the masons stands, therefore, 
wholly uncontradicted. 

There are several depositions of seceding masons in which a differ- 
ent explanation is given as their understanding of the matter: but in 
this, there is no contradiction of the declarations of the masons 
expressing their understanding of it. What is said by both sets of 
witnesses as to their respective constructions of the obligations may 
be perfectly true. 

It is to be regretted that those seceding masons should have taken 
obligations which they considered highly criminal and injurious to 
their fellow citizens; and, much more so, that they should have wil- 
fully continued in error, some of them for years, advancing on to the 
highest degrees of iniquity; according to their belief. But, better 
fete than never; they did right in withdrawing at last. They were 
bound to do so, not only for their own conscience sake; but in duty 
to their brethren, who believed the obligations they had taken to be 
Perfectly innocent; but who, by associating with them, as masons, 
opposed themselves to the imputation of entertaining’ the same opin- 
ion of the criminality of obligations which they nevertheless contin- 
ued to adhere to. 

Having at last, performed this duty, the seceding masons, we pre- 
, s urae, meant in their depositions no more than to give their reasons 
font and to acknowledge their past error. For we are bound to 
presume that they did not mean to .criminate their brethren whom 
they had recently left, and to charge them with having the same un- 
ending of the obligations as they, the seceders, had — believing. them 
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to be criminal; yet continuing to practice upon them. If they had heard 
the masonic fraternity give different explanations of the meaning of 
their oaths, and known them to practice upon different instructions; 
it would have been their duty to have stated the facts, and most un- 
doubtedly, they would have done it, and must have been weighed by 
its amount, and the number and respectability of the witnesses. 

But having no such facts to state, and knowing of none such, for 
them to make or insinuate such a charge,' would manifest a hardihood 
and an abandonment of all decency and principle, which would justly 
and effectually strip themselves of all credit. We are bound there- 
fore, we repeat, to presume that they meant no such thing; and that 
they intended only to express their own individual sense of the ob- 
ligations, without impeaching the veracity of others expressing a dif- 
ferent one. With this understanding of their testimony, as there ‘are 
but few, comparatively, of those dissenting witnesses; as they are 
not now masons, and speak only of their own opinions, which cannot 
affect the opinions of the masons themselves, it is not very necessa- 
ry that we should refer particularly to what they do state. We will 
however give the substance of the testimony of each of them upon 
this head. 

An interrogatory was framed (the 10th of the standing interroga- 
tories) for the purpose of getting the understanding of each witness 
upon the subject of the penal clause. Mom Thacher , in answer to 
this question said, u when I took these oaths I did not, at that time, 
consider that I was giving jurisdiction to the lodge to inflict the pen 4 
alties of said oaths as expressed in the question, because I did not 
until sometime afterwards give serious attention to the import of 
those oaths, as I have before stated; the circumstances under which 
they are taken renders it impossible !” He once heard the subject 
introduced (of masonic penalties) in St. Albans Lodge “ one mem- 
ber explained the subject in this way, that the candidate swears that 
rather than reveal his masonic secrets he would suffer so and so.” 

Levi Chact. He did not at first consider the oaths as giving juris- 
diction over life, but on reflection he did — probably about a year af- 
terwards. He considered that his life would be in danger if he had 
complained to the lodge. 

•Anson Potter . After he had looked the oaths over , he had but little 
doubt about them — he considered that he had placed his life at stake. 
When this was he does not inform us. If by looking the oaths over 
he means reading them, he could not have done this until Morgan’s 
book earn# out, unless he read them in “ the Mason’s Own Book,” 
in which the penalties are explained directly contrary to his expla- 
nation. 

John Prentice. Did not know as he ever came to any conclusion 
as to the jurisdiction of the lodge. Did not believe that if he broka 
his obligations, the lodge would take his life. Never heard the pow- 
er asserted, nor the question of the penalty discussed. 

John Brown , of E. G. Did understand that he gave such jurisdic- 
tion to the lodge as far as he could, and that he was to share in it 
over others. 

Doct. 3. W. Case. Had the same understanding of it as Mr. J. 
Brown. 



31 


Ray Potter . He kniic the penafty of the masonic obligations to be 
death in case of revealing the secrets. 

- These, we think, are all the witnesses whose depositions contain 
any thing upon this head. And we perceive that they do but give 
their own impressions, and do not in any way contradict any thing 
that is said by the masons as to their understanding of the penalties. 

As applicable to the same subject, the chairman of the antimasonic 
committee (Mr. Wm. Sprague,) asked the attention of the commit- 
tee to certain letters of Mr. Ray Potter, Mr. Wm. Sprague, jun and 
Mr. John Prentice, and a certificate of Mr. Henry Tatem and others, 
contained in a newspaper — the R. I. American of August 2, 1831 * . 

These gentlemen put the same construction upon the penalties as 
is given by some of the last named witnesses: But they ao not con- 
tent themselves with merely stating their own impressions. It seems 
that the grand lodge, in an address to the public, had given an ex- 

S lanation of the penal clause of the masonic obligations, as it is un- 
erstood and practiced upon by them. 

It was the same explanation which is now found to be the only true 
one. But,' in consequence of it, Elder Ray Potter, who says he had 
taken one degree in masonry, — -/entered apprentice’s, — publishes in a 
newspaper an address to the grand lodge; in which he a good deal 
more than insinuates against them the charge of falsehood, knavery 
and impiety. The following extract from his address is taken from 

I the newspaper handed to us by Mr. Sprague Sen. Viz.: U I never ex- 
pected to hear a solemn asseveration from any adhering mason of 
moral or religious standing; much less from the Grand Lodge of Rhode - 
■ bland like the following” — “We, (the grand lodge) solemnly aver, 

I m the sight of heaven, and appeal to the Searcher of hearts to attest 
i our sincerity, that we have never received, given nor countenanced, 
] any obligation requiring or sanctioning the sacrifice of human life, as 
! the penalty for disclosing masonic secrets.” 

It is this solemn affirmation of the grand lodge which excites the 
astonishment and indignation of Elder Potter; and the following is 
the manner in which he proves its falsehood, viz.: u Now I most sol- 
emnly aver in the sight of heaven, appealing to the Judge . of all the 
•arth that I speak the truth, that, there was administered to me in 
the Pawtucket lodge, the obligation of an entered apprentice to keep 
the secrets of masonry, the penalty of which was thus expressed: — 
Binding myself under no less penalty than to have my throat cut 
aeross,” &c. reciting the same clause, in substance, as that contained 
, in the form of the oath given by the masons, and as that given in the 
! book in cypher “The Mason’s own Book;” in which book we have 
t *een this penal clause of the obligation is explained in precisely the 
| tame sense and manner as it is understood and explained by the 
grand lodge and the great body of masons. 

*Tbe following is an extract from a letter addressed by Mr. W. Sprague, 
i *aa.tothe committee, viz: u Paper No. 7, contains the statement of one of 
yaar honorable committee, William Sprague, jun. Esq. asserting the language 
•‘certain portions of the three first oaths. It is requested that that gentle- 
. may be examined with others who have certified with him.” — 4, 5. 



This is but one of the frequent instances in which rash men bring 
themselves into situations in which the only hope of escape from the 
severest reprehension is, in that Christian charity which they have 
themselves withheld from others, when justice only was asked of 
them. Mr. Potter had no proof that the members of the grand lodge 
were not sincere, and did not believe what they affirmed! He had 
never heard them give a different explanation, or known them to 
practice upon a different construction of the obligations. He did 
not pretend that he had. The only ground of his charge against 
them was, that they differed from him in opinion. He swears, (in 
his deposition) that he knew the penalties of the masonic obligations 
to be death. The grand lodge merely aver that they do not under- 
stand them so, and do not countenance any such construction of them 
by the brethren. According to his construction the obligations are 
highly criminal; according to the construction put upon them by the 
grand lodge, whose province it is to instruct the fraternity in the true 
sense and meaning of their obligations: according to them, those ob- 
ligations are innocent: and for this, Elder Potter denounces them. 

He does not charge them with ignorance or error of opinion. It 
would be absurd fora one degree m^son to do so. Many of the mem- 
bers of the grand lodge have been masons for a great number of years; 
«have officiated, and been present at the initiation of many others; 
aind are thoroughly acquainted with all masonic proceedings and prin- 
ciples. It is not ignorance; it is something much worse, that Elder 
Potter charges them with. His own language excludes the idea of 
'bis charging them with mere error of opinion. “I never expected 
to hear a solemn asseveration from any adhering mason of moral and 
.religious standing; much less from the grand lodge of Rhode Island, 
dike the following. 9 ’ This cannot be misunderstood; it indicates 
‘With quite sufficient plainness, the nature of the charge he makes, 
.‘against the members of the grand lodge; and not only members of 
*the grand lodge, but the whole body of masons in the State, whom 
4hey represent, and whose sentiments he knew, or had reason to ba- 
ffle v0 they spoke. 

But Elder Potter was not satisfied with bis own attack upon the 
grand lodge, he must incite others to fall on with him. This was 
wholly unprovoked. It does not appear that they had given him any 
offence, or even that they knew there was such a man in existence* 
'The reason he assigns, in his letter to William Sprague, Jr., for bis 
attack upon the grand lodge, was that they had virtually accused of 
falsehood , the whole body of seceders in the United States , who had declared 
the penalty of the masonic obligations to be death . We find nothing in the 
address to which he alludes, which furnishes the slightest foundation 
for this charge. 

The persons to whom Elder Potter applied, (Mr. Sprague aad 
Mr. John Prentice,) readily answered to his call; and the former sup^ 
plied him with a certificate signed by four others. Mr. Prentice goee 
almost as great lengths as Elder Potter himself; and broadly and 
coarsely intimates his opinion, that the grand lodge had been guilty" 
of falsehood. We do not think it necessary to repeat his language - 
It may be seen in the newspaper referred to. lie was a members* 
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ft lodge about eighteen years; the first part of the time very active 
fts junior deacon; and he “ never heard any one attempt to give any other 
explanation to the oaths and penalties of masonry than those that 
struck the mind when they are first repeated, viz: a plain literal sig* 
eification 

Yet in his deposition before referred to, he swore that he did <c not 
know that he ever came to any definite conclusion as to the jurisdic* 
tion of the lodge.” He “ did not believe that the lodge would 
tftke his life if he broke the obligations.” He further says in his let* 
ter, “I have seen a considerable number take these degrees, and I 
never heard any one attempt to explain these oaths and penalties 
different from what they read.” From this he plainly intends it shall 
be inferred that the penalty for a breach of the obligations is death/ 
tnd that the lodge, according to the words of the penalty, would 
have power to inflict it. Yet, in addition to what we have just taken 
from his. deposition, given before the committee, he therein further 
swears, that he never “heard the subject of the nature and extent of 
the masonic penalties discussed in any lodge;” and he never “heard 
k asserted in any lodge, that said lodge had power to inflict upon any 
totember, for any offence whatever, any higher punishment than ex- 
pulsion,” &c. &c. Such is the difference between a letter written 
tor* a newspaper, and a deposition under oath. Mr. Prentice discov- 
ers a great deal of warmth both in his deposition and his letter. The 
OftuSe of this, perhaps, is sufficiently explained in the deposition of 
Senajah Warner and William Trescott, both in the appendix. 

• Henry Tatem, Willard Ballou, Emanuel Rice, Robert W. Potter, 
signers to the certificate procured by Mr. Sprague for Mr. Potter, 

■ - Say, “From our own personal knowledge , the account therein (Elder 
" Potter’s communication,) given of the penalty annexed to the obliga- 
tion of air entered apprentice mason is correct. Nor have we ever 
understood or heard any mason express any other meaning of the 
.penalty,” &c. &c. This seems to be rather a peremptory mode of 
[ settling a question, upon which the representative body of the whole 
masonic fraternity had expressed an opposite opinion. 

Mr. William Sprague , Jr. expresses a similar opinion, and he also, 
Sftver “heard any mason express or imply (previous to the address of 
the grand lodge) that the meaning of [the penalty] was otherwise 
*ban expressed by the words thereof.” We understand the grand 
lodge to say the same thing, and that the true meaning of the words 
of the penalty, is as they have given it. Mr. Sprague adds that he 
*' Ifts heard many masons say , that the penalty for disclosing masonic secrets 
death. Most people will probably be of opinion that this aver- 
f Jaeht ought not to have been made without naming those many ma- 
sons, or some of them at least, since, their authority cannot be 
fcbonted upon, without their being named or-knowm It seems to be 

* favorite averment with all these witnesses, that they never heard any 
bakon express any other opinion than , &c. &c. The assertion is an equiv- 
ocal one, and is calculated, and sometimes, at least intended to mis- 
led; as we have just seen in the instance of Mr. Prentice. 

It is testified by many witnesses that they never heard the subject 
of the masonic penalties discussed in any lodge. And the reason of 
' E 
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it is that there is nothing to discuss; for the meaning of them (pr#- 
cisely as explained by the grand lodge) i* clearly pointed out in the 
lectures, as we have seen it done in the “Mason’s own book, ”as it is 
proved by Dr. Case; and is exemplified even in the master’s charge 
given in the antimasonic books of Bernard and Allyn. In which 
charge, the master of the lodge, after telling the candidate for the 
master’s degree, that in the preceding ceremonies, he, the candidate, • 
had represented the great mason, Hiram, who was murdered by ruf- 
fians for his fidelity in refusing to betray the secrets of masonry, im-' 
presses it upon him to follow that example. 

How is it, that all this class of witnesses, while with such unqual- 
ified positiveness they pronounce their opinions, nay their certain 
knowledge of the only true meaning of the obligations, turn out to 
be so wholly ignorant of it! It is laid down by Jlllyn , that the master of 
a lodge is bound by his oath never to leave his lodge icithout giving , or caw- 
ing to be given , a lecture or some part of one. And we have seen that in 1 
the front of the first lecture of the first degree, the meaninjg of the 
penal clause of the obligation, and it is the same in all the other de- 
grees, is so clearly indicated, that it cannot be misunderstood. Is it 
possible that these witnesses have never heard any of these lecturesl 
Mr. John Prentice states that he was a member of a lodge about 
eighteen years; and part of the time was a junior deacon. Mr. Wil- 
liam Sprague Jr. appears to have been intimately acquainted with the 
masonry of the three first degrees. In his late protest to the General 
Assembly, he says; “It is believed by the undersigned, and so faros 
the three first degrees are concerned , he asserts from his own personal kwnsU 
edge , that the signs and ceremonies of those degrees are very mate- 
rial in showing the nature of the oaths, and the construction intended 
to be put upon them; particularly in reference to the penalties for 
their violation!” True, very true; they are material for that purpose; 
and every mason is taught, in the lectures; (from which Mr. Sprague 
must have obtained his knowledge,) what is the connexion between 
those signs and the penalties of the obligations, and what is the allu- ' 
aion of the former to the latter. Thus, when he is asked if the sign 
of his degree has any allusion, he is taught to answer that it has al- 
lusion to the penalty of his obligation; that he had rather suffer so 
and so, (that is, be murdered as was Hiram Miff y ) than violate his ob- 
ligations. 


Weight and character of the testimony . 

It may not be improper that some remarks should be made upon 
this head. It is apparent that whatever information we can have 
upon the subject of the masonic obligations and masonry must be 
obtained chiefly from masons and seceding masons; and that both oF 
those classes of witnesses are interested in the inquiry. The masons 
are interested in preserving the confidence of their fellow citizens; 
and of course, in resisting the charges brought against them. But 
they are to be treated like other men; and ought not to be discredi- 
ted upon mere accusation and suspicion. They ought to be believ- 
•d until something is proved against them justly affecting their credi- 
bility. With respect to their concern in masonry; instead of their 



having an Interest in subjecting themselves or remaining subject to 
criminal obligations and penalties; it is evident that their interest 
would be directly the contrary. 

Seceding masons are interested in two ways. 1st, They have 
broken promises which they had heretofore very solemnly entered 
into with their late brethren; and if they do not satisfactorily justify 
this breach of promise they must be disgraced. They had a perfect 
right to renounce lodges and masonry; but no right to betray the 
confidence reposed in them by their brethren, without good cause. 
The only way in which they could justify themselves for their breach 
of trust was by alleging a paramount duty to the community and ac- 
cusing masons and masonry of crimes or criminal principles and obli- 
gations, which the safety of the community required them to expose. 
And to leave no rbom to doubt the sufficiency of this justification, 
they take care that their accusations shall not be wanting either in 
magnitude or number. 

The situation in which this description of seceding masons stand f 
when called as witnesses, is palpable. If they do not make good 
their charges, they stand convicted both of treachery to their form- 
er brethren, and of having unade false charges against them. And if 
to this we add the bias of a strong political interest, we can hardly 
conceive of a witness being under stronger disqualifications.* 

Whoever will refer to the depositions of some of the principal se- 
ceding masons will clearly perceive the operation of these influence! 
upon them, and the insurmountable embarrassment under which these 
witnesses were kept by them. Since they had become political 
seceders they had led the war against their late brethren and charg- 
ed them with having taken the most criminal oaths, when therefore 
the following questions were put to them, from the standing inter- 
rogatories; viz.: — Did you seriously attend when the obligations 
were administered to you, and endeavor to understand them? did you 
understand them? did you reflect upon them afterwards and did you 
understand them then? if not did you inquire? were you satisfied? if 
not did you complain to the lodge? They could only escape from 
the dilemma they had placed themselves in by the plea of ignorance; 
which some of them were obliged to repeat so often that itbscame 
ludicrous. We will give a specimen merely, from the depositions of 
Mosqs Thatcher and Levi Chace. 

Moses Thatcher . When he took the oaths he had no time to consider 
whether he could conform to them and at the same time conform to his mil 
and religious duties. Did not reflect afterwards [nor consult them in 
Morgan, which he said he had then.] After taking all the oaths he 
came to the conclusion that they would conflict. Jit the time he took 
the oaths he did not consider be gave jurisdiction to the lodge over his 
life; did not till some time after give serious attention to import of the 

•Cadwallader D. Colden is a seceding mason, and has both renounced and 
denounced the institution, as one into which such abuses have crept that it has 
become dangerous, though in principle not bad. But we understand him to 
•ay in one' of his published letters, that be had no intention to break any 
promises which he had made. To such seceding masons our remarks do not 
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oaths; so far as he recollects considered the charge binding in connex*- 
ion with his obligation “my attention was at that time more particularly 
called to what are called the secrets than to what I could examine at 
leisure,” [then a minister of the gospel.] He thought seriously af- 
ter the Morgan affair and the Le Roy Convention; yet he adhered. 
Afterwards he heard a story of a grand lodge murdering a man, and 
believed the account; yet held on; — and after this (on 13th May 
1829) delivered an address before his lodge in which he eulogizes 
masonry and is thanked. During the next ten days he discovered 
all the guiltiness of masonry — on the 24th same month, he exposed 
it all before his church and congregation. And about the same time 
he was a candidate for a place in the Senate of Massachusetts. 

Levi Chacc . Minister of the gospel. He did not expect an oath 
to be administered to him, would not have felt as he did when found 
he had to take oath for all committee are worth; took next shortly 
after; afraid to protest; did not complain because his masonic obli- 
gations would not tolerate it; he was afraid the penalties would be 
inflicted on him. Dangerous to complain of oaths because of that 
part of the obligation which forbade to speak evil of a brother and 
to .keep his secrets inviolate; for could nut speak against the4nstitu- 
tion without speaking against those who supported it. Had taken 
six degrees; was a mason from 1815 to 1829. Took three degrees 
in 1815 — 16, three more in 1822, and propounded for royal arch, af- 
ter this. Did not communicate to lodge before he left; because 
afraid. “I consider,” said he, “masonically, that if the grand hailing 
sign had been given to me on the occasion, (voting) I should have 
been in duty bound to vote for the mason. The reason is, that the 
penalty of the obligation is that 1 am bound to go on a master mason’s 
wand and to relieve him if there is greater probability of saving his 
'life than of losing my own, “/ speak masonically Is confident he 
did not understand the oaths when he took them as he now does. 
At first had not time to consider whether he gave jurisdiction to 
the lodge over life. 

Character and extent of the Masonic Obligations , and of the principles of 
Masonry , as understood and practised upon in Rhode-Island. 

It is agreed and sworn to both by masons aud seceding masons, 
that the masonic obligations (as far as administered in this State) are 
nowall made public: in the antimasonic books of Bernard and Allyn, 
or in the book in Cypher, according to seceding masons: and in the 
manuscript forms according to masons. 

It is also agreed and sworn to by both masons and seceding masons* 
that the by-laws, rules and regulations of lodges are all printed or 
written and recorded on the lodge books, and that there are no se- 
cret lodge, books, bye-laws or regulations. It is also agreed and 
sworn to by both masons and seceding masons that the secrets o * 
mysteries of masonry consist of the ceremonies of initiation; thesign^ 
of recognition, tokens, words and modes of working. And it is XeS" 
tified by seceding masons that all the secrets or mysteries of masoO~ 
ry are fully and correctly disclosed in Allyn and Bernard’s book5- 
The masons, as to this, say that they neither affirm nor deny; feel - * 



ing themselves bound by their promises, not to disclose those rays* 
teries. Several of them did however deny all knowledge of the rep* 
resentation of a burning bush, or of the ceremony called the fifth fi* 
bation. 

With respect to the signs and other secrets, the committee an- 
nounced, during the examination of the first masonic witness (Mr. 
Wm. Wilkinson) that they should not press the masonic witnesses 
upon that head; but that they should consider them to be correctly 

! riven in the antimasonic books unless the contrary was shown. And 
rom the evidence which was given before the committee and such 
observations as they have been enabled to make; they have little 
doubt of the fact. We must also keep in mind “ The Masunh own 
Book ,” which, we are fully convinced is genuine masonic authority. 
It may not be used in the lodges which are presided over by bright 
masons; but it certainly was compiled by a mason or masons perfect- 
ly acquainted with masonry in this State. The oaths are tne same 
almost word for word, and it was put into the hands of the chairman 
as genuine and correct masonry, and is sworn to be so by Capt. 
Geo. Howland himself an adhering mason. There is other conclu- 
sive evidence also that the secrets of masonry are out, at least so 
far as Morgan’s book went. 

It was acknowledged by several masons during the late examina- 
tions, that a check degree or check word had been devised by the 
masons to prevent “ book masons ” from working into their lodges. 

The committee therefore may confidently affirm that the public are 
now in possession of the whole of masonry as practised in this State. 
The books of constitutions, monitors and bye-laws of lodges were 
already public; and now its ceremonies of initiation, lectures, signs, 
tokens, words, symbols or emblematical representations are also dis- 
closed. It is likewise agreed and sworn to^by masons and seceding 
masons, that an address in each degree is made by the master to the 
candidate before he takes the obligation, and a charge immediately 
after it in connexion with which address and charge the obligation is 
taken and is qualified by them. The address is the same or very 
nearly so for all the degrees. The form of it accompanies the an- 
nexed manuscript forms of the R. I. oaths. The following is the ad- 
dress as given by Dr. Case, in St. John’s lodge No. 1, in Newport, 
viz.: “You are now about to enter into a very serious and solemn ob- 
ligation, more serious and solemn than you are aware of. There is 
nothing in it contrary to religion, morality or the laws of your coun- 
try; but it is founded in faith, hope and charity, which if rightly pur- 
sued, is capable of carrying man to the highest degree of perfection. 
If any doubts or disgusts have arisen in your mind from what you 
have already gone through you are now at liberty to decline your initia- 
tion; but if you still persist in the motives which I presume brought y oil 
here you will please .to give me your right hand.” 

The charges for the several degrees are contained in Webb’s Free- 
mason’s Monitor, By referring to the contents of the addresses and 
charges therefore, in connexion with the old forms we are to ascer- 
tain the character of the masonic obligation. W>see by the terms 
of the address just copied that the obligatiotTis no further binding 
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than as it conforms to that address. It is not to be construed to 
contain any thing contrary to religion , morality or the lam of the coun* 
try; — the charges are of the same character. 

We will here make some references to Bernard’s Light on Mason- 
ry, from which antimasonic authority even, it will appear how far the 
character given of the masonic obligations, viz. that they are incom- 
patible with all the religious, moral; civil and social duties of the ma- 
son is true. “ A zealous attachment tp these principles will ensure 
public and private esteem. In the State you are to be quiet and 
peaceable subjects, true to your government and just to your coun- 
try, 11 &c. — Bernard p. 25 — page 29, end of a prayer, u May wk so 
practice thy precepts, that through the merits of the Redeemer we may , 

It will be seen in the deposition of John Prentice, a minister of the 
gospel, that he asserts that there is no reference to the Saviour in 
any of the ceremonies; Levi chace, another preacher, and we think 
Moses Thacker, are much the same. Page 33 — u The Holy Bible 
is given to us as a guide for our path and practice.” Page 39 — u 2. 
What do they teach? [that is, faith, hope and charity.] A. Faith 
in God, hope in immortality, and charity to all mankind.” Page 41. 
“ The gospel was first preached in the east, and is spreading to the 
west.” 

In short, it would be an almost endless work to transcribe all the 
passages, precepts and instructions, inculcating and teaching all the 
moral, religious, civil and social duties and virtues contained even in 
this antimasonic book, compiled for the purpose of bringing masonry 

into disrepute. 

Thus we find that the character of the masonic obligations as re- 
ceived, understood and practiced upon in this State has been entirely 
falsified and misrepresented. This being the case, it follows of course 
that all those charges which this prolific source of accusation has 
been made to furnish, must fall to the ground. We will however re- 
cord them all, and pay such attention to them as any of them may 
seem to require. 

First charge . That the masonic oaths are in violation of civil oaths, 
and held to be of superior binding force. 

We have just seen that the obligation is taken with the qualifica- 
tion that it is not to interfere with religion, morality, or the laws of the 
country. And was there no address at all, there is nothing in the form 
of the oath itself which can warrant suph construction. 

Second . That masons are bound to give a prefereuce to each oth- 
er over all others, in all cases, right or wrong, and murder and trea- 
son not excepted. 

These are the spurious clauses, proved not to be in the Rhode-Island 
v forms, and probably not in any forms whatever. Not a solitary in- 
stance we nelieve is shown of any preference given by a mason to a 
mason over others; and how the obligation is understood in this par- 
ticular will be seen by the following summary of the testimony of 
both classess of witnesses. 

Moses Thacher . Did not consider himself bound to favor a mason 
to the personal or pecuniary injury of a fellow-citizen not a mason. 
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John Brawn . Never considered himself bound to favor a mason; 
all things equal he might do so, just as might in case of chureh menu 
bers. 

Dr * Case . It was part of his oath to give a brother mason a pref- 
erence in his trade and calling. [Dr. Case is all alone in this.] 

Capt. Wm . Russel . Was once brought too by a vessel of war, or- 
dered on board with papers, drank a glass of wine with commander, 
recognized each 6ther as masons, sent back to his own vessel, and 
found himself robbed of every thing they (some of the crew of the 
war vessel) could lay hands on. [Capt. R. was called by the anti- 
masonic committee to prove he had been once captured by a vessel 
of war, and was released by making himself known as a mason, and 
giving the hailing sign of distress. His answer was as above.] 
Bateman Monro. Masonry great benefit to him in French, English 
and Spanish dominions, was aided in smuggling by officers of cus- 
toras, and by governor and bishop; made himsslf known in foreign 
countries by the arts and sciences given him. [This old man imputes 
all the frauds and profits of smuggling to his three degree masonry.] 
Third, hat lodges and masons interpose impediments to the im- 
partial administration of justioe. 

The character and nature of the oath as proved, fully refutes this 
charge; but there is some testimony upon this head which we will 
refer to and sum up. 

Daniel Howland , Jamestown, about “40 years ago was on a jury 
in a case in which one party was a mason; only one juror, who was a 
mason held out until the court took the papers. Plain case and next 
court decided against the mason. Did not himself know the fact, 
heard it said only that the juror and party were masons.” It appears 
Mr. Howland was misinformed. The miuute books of both courts 
(county of Newport,) have been thoroughly searched, and there is 
only one case in each, in which Mr. Howlancf was on the jury; and 
there was no verdict. In the case in the common pleas, Mr. John 
Stevens Jwas on the jury with Mr. Howland, he testifies that the 

H were equally divided. It does not appear from the lodge books 
ewport, that either of the parties were masons. The defendant 
the late Doct. Jonathan Easton, against whom the case went on next 
trial, was a strict member of the friends society. The case Mr. How- 
land alluded to, probably was “Caleb Coggeshall against Thomas 
Townsend.” Two of the jury in that case being recollected by Mr. 
Howland as having been on with him. The jury did not agree, and 
the case went against Townsend at the next term. But he Thomas^ 
Townsend was never a mason, and it does not appear that the other 
. party was. 

Samuel S. Peckham. “He was on a jury about three years ago, 
one of the jurors (a Tiverton man) told him he was once a juror in 
one of the masonic cases. That a number of the jurors having; been 
taken off, an officer was sent over to Tiverton to take up jurors; 
and, they had a man there, at the four corners, to tell him who to 
tike. He (the informant was one.) He did not tell witness who tjhe 
man was, that was stationed at the corners nor the officer’s name. 
£• (4* informant) meanj that the man was placed there by the ma* 
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Sods opposed to Dr. Case. He did not tell the witness how he came 
by his knowledge, nor did witness ask him. That juror said that 
that was the way he come to be on the jury, and he should not have 
been on otherwise; said he had changed his opinion from what it was 
when on that jury.” Here was an highly criminal charge, implica- 
ting the sheriff and his deputy both very respectable, also the wit- 
nesses, and one of the parties, consisting of about two hundred men. 

Benjcmin Grinnell. [This was the juror referred to by Samuel S. 
Peckham, and was identified by Peckham himself, who was called for ' 
that purpose.] He was on one of the masonic cases, was taken up 
on venire by sheriff Carr; as were three others. The sheriff was at* 
tended by George Howland, deputy sheriff, [in Tiverton] whom he 
heard say in the evening, that Carr had requested him to come with 
him, as he, Carr, was not acquainted with the people and did not 
know who were qualified to serve as jurors. Had no knowledge or 
belief that either of the parties in the case, had any agency or direc- 
tion, in taking up of himself or any other persons. On the contrary 
it was mentioned by George Howland, that the object of their com* < 
ing there was to get jurors who did not know anything about the ' 
case. He never from that time to this, has had any reason to believe 
that any improper influence was employed on that occasion. 

Peter Jlhny . Never heard any judge, juror, witness, or officer in 
the performance of his duty prefer a mason over another was not a 
mason. Has had cases in court which went differently from what he 
thought right; there was some mystery in it. ’ Whether it was ma- 
sonry or not, can’t tell. The particular case alluded to was with E. 
Davenport, for whom it was carried on by E, Wilcox, who was a ma- 
son; informed there were several masons on each jury. 

Isaac A. Dennis. Heard Peleg Almy say that if that institution 
(masonic) was not put down, no man in this country could get jus- 
tice done him; that he felt the effects of it. 

Dr. B. W. Case states several things leading to a similar conclu— 
•ion^ if substantiated, to (hat drawn by Peleg Almy; but as they werw 
hearsay and concerned Dr. Cases’ own suits, it is not necessary to 
mention them here: his deposition is in the appendix. The com- 
mittee inquired into the things which had been told to Dr. Case, aO 
far as in their power, but did not find them confirmed. 

JEd. Murphy. When one of the masonic cases on trial saw Capt~ 
S. T. Northam and Doct. Cotton (masons) pass quick by a juror, 
and Capt. N. put something into his hand: [See the deposition for* 
the circumstances:] He (witness) immediately went home and told 
liid uncle, Capt. W. Price; uncle did not inquire who juror was, nor 
take witness to show him; witness did not know nor inquire; never* 
told Dr. Case till asked by said Case night before last, if he had not 
said so and so; has lived in Dr. Case’s house about three years. 

Capt. William Price, Ike uncle . Called and asked to state particu- 
larly all he recollected about this affair, he answered “that is verjT 
easily done for I don’t recollect any thing about it.” Capt. Pric^ 
was a party with Doct. Case, and as zealous as he was. Those ma- 
sonic cases were on the docket 8 or 9 years afterwards, but the cir- 
cumstance was never mentioned to the counsel of Dr. Casef who i* 
one of this committee 



41 


t)apl. S. T. Northam. Took very little part in the masonic trials, 
very seldom near the court house; had business enough of his own 
to attend to. Totally denies Murphy’s statement. 

Fourth. Political interferences. There is no evidence whatever of 
any instance. 

The following is a summary of the testimony on both sides, as to 
masonic obstructions to justice and interference in politics. 

Moses Thacker t Never knew politics discussed in lodges. He did 
not vote for or support any person on account of his being a mason, 
nor did he consider himself bound so to do by his masonic obligati^ps. 
Never knew any judge, juror, or officer, to construe oath as binding 
him to give preference to a mason. 

Anion Potter. Politics and religion never discussed, ’tis a principle 
not to permit. Could see nothing in obligations which ought to 
have the least influence on his mind in politics. If grand hailing sign 
•of distress Lad been given to him, he should have answered it by 
giving a quarter of a dollar, perhaps, or fifty cents, if a worthy iflem- 
ber, &c. [He a political antimason as well as Thacher.] 

John Prentice. Seceding mason. Same as Anson Potter. 

John Brown. [Political antimason and signer to September ad~ 
dress.] Same in substance as Potter and Prentice. 

The by-laws of the lodges also (some of w hich we have seen,.) ex- 
clude the subjects of religion and politics from discussion. 

And all the principal masonic witnesses confirmed the same fact; 
and proved that masonry in this state has never been allowed to 01 
have any influence over the political opinions or actions of the 
•brethren. And, in short, it is a fact well known to us all that during 
the highest party times among ourselves, all the most prominent and 
influential men among the masons, who were of different political sen- 
timents, have voted and acted against each other without reserve, 
and frequently, with great zeal; and that their doing so, did not, at 
the time, excite any attention, as a thing unusual. 

Fifth. That the principles, practices v usages, laws, customs, oaths 
! and obligations of the several corporate bodies in this state, known 
as chapters and lodges, are in direct violation of the constitution and 
laws of the United States, and of the laws of this state. This charge 
is involved in those already disposed. of and is equally without found- 
ation. 

r Sixth. That the members of, these corporate bodies have taken 
illegal oaths, which they consider binding, administered in a form 
contrary to law, and with penalties unknown to judicial tribunals, 
forever to conceal the customs, practices, obligations and proceed- 
ings "by which their secret code of laws is administered; and that the 
penalties sanctioned by these oaths for a disclosure of the secrets of 
masons or of masonry, involve the punishments of having the throat 
cut across from ear to ear, &c. &c. reciting the penal clause. The 
assertion that the masonsjiold theirobligations as part of their secrets, 
Osteen practically disproved by the full and unerserved disclosure 
of those obligations in writing by the masons themselves. What was 
called the secrets and mysteries of masonry, have -also been fully 
disclosed by seceding masons, and are notjlenied by masons They 
F 
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may all be seen and read in the antimasonic books; which profess to 
bring all things (in masonry) to light; all the ceremonies of initiation, 
signs, tokens, words, lectures, workings, symbols and pictures; 
curiosities which may amuse us, as well as our children, for a mo- 
ment; but in which we can have no other interest. Yet there are 
The Secrets, which, according to the antimasonic memorial “com- 
prisi the whole alleged incompatibility with the laws of the state,” and “arc 
in direct violation of the constitution and laws of the United States 

The assertion in this sixth charge, that there is a secret code of 
masonic laws, is proved to be untrue by all the testimony of the se- 
ceding masons, as well as of the masons and by the antimasonic books. 

The only remaining part of the charge is, that the obligations are 
administered in an unlawful manner. This may be true, without war- 
ranting charges of immorality, and of criminal plotting and conspira- 
cy, or even of any intentional impropriety. 

It appears that the masons, instead of altering the ancient forms, 
with the framing of which they had nothing to do, have qualified and 
corrected them by administering them in connexion with the intro- 
ductory address and the charges. We do not therefore think it ne- 
cessary to enter into a particular examination of the point of law rais- 
ed by this charge. We will, however, for the use of those who may 
desire more thoroughly to study the point, give here a list of author- 
ities referred to and relied upon by the chairman of the antimasonic 
committee [Mr. Wm. Sprague, sen.] in his letter of suggestion to the 
committee, viz. 

Sir E. Coke, 3 Inst. 278, 2, Roll. Abr. 257, cited in Jacob Law, 
Die. A. oath, Blk. Com. Yol. 4, 137. 

Seventh . That the masonic oaths bind the members to withhold 
even from the Legislature all information whatever respecting their 
proceedings, however important it might be, to enable them to as- 
certain whether or not the laws of the State were violated by those 
proceedings. 

This charge is directly in the face of the testimony and of the obliga- 
tions themselves, which wc find are taken subject to the laws of the 
country and to the civil obligations and duties of the members. And 
so the obligations are proved to be understood and practiced upon 
by the masons; who, as we understood them to declare, merely con- 
sider themselves bound not to divulge their signs of recognition and 
ceremonies by which they are enabled to distinguish one another 
from others; to gratify curiosity, idle or impertinent, or to enable per 
sons not masons to impose upon their brethren. But that should 
they be called upon by the Legislature or by any judicial court, to 
testify respecting those mysteries and to disclose and explain them, 
they would comply without hesitation, and should feel themselves 
bound by their masonic obligations themselves to do so. The reso- 
lution appointing the committee, gave them no power to compel tho 
masonic witnesses to disclose their secrets. The course it was 
thought best to pursue was, to give the masons a full opportunity to 
disclose and explain their masonic obligations and secrets; ana to 
take it for granted, and report accordingly, that whatever they refus- 
ed to disclose or explain, was correctly given in the antimasonic 
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books, which would no doubt be authenticated by seceding masons. 
This is the course which the committee have pursued in respect to 
the mysteries of masonry, about which the masons declined testify- 
ing. And this is all they could have done if they had declined giv- 
ing their obligations. 

Eighth . That the funds of the lodges instead of being enclusive- 
ly devoted to charitable purposes after defraying necessary expens- 
es, are wasted in unmeaning ceremonies, and useless parades, or go 
to swell the revenues of general grand chapters, &c. &c. 

It appears by the records of St. John’s lodge No. 1, in Newport, 
that a number of years ago, the management of the affairs of that 
lodge fell into bad hands, and a portion of its funds was, for a time, 
directed from the true objects of the institution, and used in purchas- 
ing wine, &c. Extracts from the records showing those proceed- 
ings have been'published and freely circulated in an appendix to the 
proceedings of the antimasonic convention of September last and in 
other publications, and a copy of those extracts was put into the 
hands of the Committee by the chairman of the antimasonic commit- 
tee, — Mr. Wm. Sprague, Sen. — who requested the attention of the 
committee to the subject. The books and records of the several 
masonic lodges and chapters in Providence, Warren and Newport 
were, without hesitation presented to the committee, or to individ- 
ual members of it for inspection, and were examined so far as it was 
thought necessary. And no other cases of the misapplication of the 
funds were found. On the contrary it was proved that large sums 
of money had been expended out oi those fuuds for charitable pur- 
r poses; betides considerable sums raised by voluntary contribu- 
• tions among the members for the same uses. 

It was also proved that the expenses of refreshments were gene- 
rally paid for by contribution, ana not out of the funds. No witness 
; testified to any misapplication of the funds of any of the lodges or 
other masonic bodies. The proceedings of the Newport lodge above 
alluded to were a violation of one of the bye-laws of the lodge. In 
1811-18, Dr. B. W. Case was appointed master of that lodge; and 
there has been no such misapplication of the funds since. 

If the officers of the lodge who committed that breach of trust, had 
y then been called to account by those whom it concerned, the record 
oftheir proceedings would have been proper evidence against them. 

But it seems to be very small business to bring it up after this lapse 
■ of time, for the purpose of impeaching the whole masonic fraternity 
in the State, .when it could not, without gross injustice now be used „ 
a charge even against St. John’s lodge itself in which the circum- 
stance took place so many years past. 

Ninth. That the Grand Lodge has an unbounded control over 
the whole funds of all the subordinate lodges, to do with them as 
they please. 

In support of this charge the copy of a deposition of Do Witt 
Clinton used in the masonic trials in New York is produced. That 
| deposition will be found in the Appendix; and it will be seen that it 
! j Contains not a word to countenance such a charge, which has been 
fanned as is proved by the testimony, without the slightest founda- 
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tion in truth. Grand lodges have no manner of control over t far 
persons or property of any subordinate lodges or their members*. 
Their authority is confined to a superintending control over lodges, 
to see that the ancient land-marks, — as masons call them, — are pre- 
served, and that the working is uniform and covert and every trring 
according to the principles of masonry; nothing more than this is 
advanced by De Witt Clinton. 

The grand lodge of this State in 1791, was created by the two* 
lodges then existing; which lodges themselves framed a constitution 
for their grand lodge. In 1808 the grand lodge revised that consti- 
tution, and having made some trifling alteration in the article of fees 
to be allowed for its bare support, St. John’s lodge in Newport re~- 
jected their constitution and declared, in a vote to be seen on their \ 
records,’ that they did not dispute the right of the grand lodge to make 
laws for their own government, but they claimed an exclusive right i 
to manage their own affairs as they pleased, without interference from I 
any quarter: and to this the grand lodge submitted. 

In 1812 the grand lodge made an attempt to erect a masonic bodr 
called the Grand Steward Lodge, and provided for certain small ah 
lowances to be made for its support, by the lodges out of the initia- 
tion fees. The lodges, — those of Newport and Warren, — refused Ur 
allow of such a lodge, and the grand lodge gave it up. A few years < 
ago a committee of the grand lodge’undertook to order or recommend a 
partition of the funds of St. John’s lodge in North Providence, be*- * 
tween that lodge and St. Paul’s lodge, which had been formed by a- 
bout one half of the members of St. John’s. But the latter lodge re- 
fused to comply, and on that occasion the grand lodge expressly ac- 
knowledged that they had no control over the funds of the subordi- 
nate lodges. 

Tenth . That the General Grand Royal Arch Chapter of the Unit- 1 
ed States claims from all the State grand and subordinate chapters* 
and lodges and receives from them supreme homage, submission ancfr 
tribute. 

Cross, the author referred to in the antimasonic memorial, whiclr" 
contains this charge speaks exclusively of the three chapter lodge? 
preceding the royal arch chapter; and has no reference to the gramf 
$nd subordinate State lodges. And we should have supposed that 
the author of this charge meant no more than this, did it not appeal 
from a subsequent charge in the same memorial, that it was his inten- 
tion to have the word lodge understood as comprehending the gramt^ 
and subordinate lodges. This is a deception. It is proved by th^* 
whole testimony, as clearly as a fact can be, that there is no connex~ 
ion between the grand and subordinate lodges and the chapters 
grand chapters, or general grand royal arch chapters. 

1 Eleventh. u That the State grand lodges derive exclusively fronr* 
this source, — the general grand royal arch chapter, — the power of 
unlimited taxation, subject to the government in chief.” 

. And the same authority, Cross’s Chart, is referred to in support of 
this charge. We have mentioned already that there is nothing ir* 
that book, (Otw,)- which countenances any such assertion. Th^ 
charge is wholly unfounded. 

The foregoing charges as to the connexion between the different- 
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masonic bodies and their relative jurisdiction, are abundantly refuted 
by the testimony. It is proved, that the several lodges in this State 
are subordinate, in their masonic affairs, only to the grand lodge of 
the state which was formed by two lodges, one in Newport and 
the other in Providence in I79T; and that there is not any con- 
nexion, jurisdiction, or subordination between these lodges and any 
other masonic body whatever. The several chapters are under the 
jurisdiction of the grand chapter of the state in masonic concerns, but 
have no connexion with any other masonic body. 

The subordinate lodges pay to the grand lodge two dollars on the 
initiation of each member, except such as are initiated gratuitously, 
and also a fee for a charter; and in this way the grand lodges are en- 
abled to defray their necessary expenses. The chapters pay to the 
grand chapter a small sflm on the initiation of members, ana also a fee 
for a dispensation or charter, for the purpose of defraying the expen- 
ses of the grand chapter ; but the grand lodge and grand chapter do 
not exercise any other jurisdiction over the subordinate lodges or 
chapters relative to the disposition of their funds. * 

The grand chapters in the several states by delegates, have formed 
a masonic association under the name of the general grand chapter of 
the United States, for the purpose of producing uniformity in the ma- 
sonic ceremoiiies; but there was no proof before the committee that 
this masonic body exercises any control over the grand chapters; oth- 
er than by way of advice and instruction, 
t The higher masonic degrees, or orders of knighthood havenocon- 
\ wexion with ancient freemasonry, or with lodges or chapters; and their 
introduction into this state is of comparatively recent date. It^was 
r not proved that there was any connexion between any of the mason- 
ic bodies in the United States and those in Europe, or any other 
t- country ; or that the masonic fraternity in this country were subject, 
r? to one common bead or power; but several of the most experienced 
masons testified that they knew of no such connexion. None of 
these masonic bodies exercise, or claim to exercise any civil jurisdic- 
k tion over the members of any lodge, chapter or encampment, or any 
g other power, than in masonic concerns. To show the connexion, ju- 
ft risdiction and character of the several masonic orders, reference may 

i! be made to the depositions of Messrs William Wilkinson, M’oses Ricn- 
j. ardson, Nathan M. Wheaton, Nicholas G. Boss, Isaac Stall and oth- 
h ers, who explain the subject in the manner which we have here stated. 

Consistory . It appears that in 1813, a masonic order called a consis - 
e r tor y was introduced at Newport, by John A. Shaw who obtained, for 
tbat’purpose, a charter from a grand consistory in New-York. Ten 
t members, named in the charter, composed this body, and one only 
Jeremiah Bliss, was afterwards admitted. Of the original members,. 
t five are dead; the- other five with Capt. Bliss, were all examined, 

f The substance of their testimony is, that, there were a few meet- 

mgs, — one or two according to Bliss — to elect officers or to consult 
f about it ; that no books were purchased; and no other records, than 

3 minutes of members attending, and of officers chosen. That there have 

f teen no officers for a number of years, and no meetings for at least 

, e ight or nine years. Something was paid for the charter, but how 
1 1 much ftne of them know. 



The charter was in possession of Capt. Bliss, who thinks that 
it was left with him by John A. Shaw when he left Newport, which 
was a number of years ago. Mr. Bliss left the charter with the com- 
mittee who still have it. The name of Cadwallader D. Colden is to it, 
as one of the high officers of the grand consistory in New.York, who 
had taken his 33d degree. That the consistory never came to any 
thing; it was always incomplete, and has long since died away. Some of 
the few remaining members had entirely forgotten its existence until 
circumstances were mentioned, which brought it to their recollec- ; 
tion. 

John A. Shaw was a man extravagantly addicted to freemasonry ; 
-and spent a good deal of money (some of which he borrowed) in 
getting himself bedecked with the high sounding titles, and (as be 
was simple enough to believe) honor of the upper masonic orders. 

It was while he was master of the Newport lodge that the greatest 
extravagancies were committed in thaplodge. 

Evidence applicable to charges of a personal character . 

Levi Chace . Heard Elder Daniel Green say, Morgan had suffered 
his deserts. 

Elder D . Greene. Said to Levi Chase, that it (Morgan’s murder) 
was an awful thing before God, but that we were not to blame for 
what others did. That every society had its bad members. He 
never justified the murder of Morgan before Mr. tJhace or any man j 
living, in any way whatever. ' 

Abraham Wilkinson. Heard Samuel Greene justify the murder 
of Morgan. Threats towards himself by Samuel E. Gardner. 

Wm. Harris. Confirms Abm. Wilkinson, as to Samuel Greene* 
Samuel E.. Gardner, and thinks he heard Barney Merry also justify it- 

John Gardner. Heard Samuel Green justify it. 

Samuel Greene . Often assailed by Abm. Wilkinson with great bit-' 
terness, and irritated and provoked, but he never had any idea of 
justifying the murder of Morgan, which he abhorred as much as any" 
man. 

Barney Merry. Denies he ever justified the murder of Morgan ir* 
any way, nor the conduct of those concerned in it. 

Barney Phelps. Heard a mason justify it ; this was Tim. Bracked 
of Guilford, Vt. in the highway, near the door of Timothy’s house — 

Orrin Packard. Once in the lodge in Cumberland, several officer^ 
of the grand lodge present, heard Richard Anthony, "one of those offi-^ 
cers, speak of the death of Morgan; said he had no doubt of it, woulc8- 
probably come out in print shortly, and he should read it in his farni — 
Jy the same as any other print, and let it pass. 

John Kent. Heard Henry Lord justify the murder of Morgan 

had attended the committee of his own accord, more or less everjr“ 
day since they had been in session. 

Henry Lord. Denies totally Kent’s story. 

Barrington Anthony and Charles F. Searle. Heard A. Wilkinsons 
say, no doubt there had been five hundred men killed in that ball^ 
over the market in Providence. 

Dr. B. W. Case. At the time of Morgan’s death all masons jus- 
tified it ; don’t recollect any body in particular. Never heafd anjr 
mason belonging to his lodge justify it, but the contrary. Captaim 
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George (lowland told him that the royal arch chapter in Providence, 
one night raised money to send to the western sufferers . 

Samuel 22. Gardner's letter explaining ' conversation with Abm. 
Wilkinson. 

George Howland . *Denies Dr. Case’s statement. 

JVt chols Hazzard . Called to confirm Dr. Case’s account of Gapt. 
Howland’s conversation. Does not recollect hearing Howland say 
what Dr. C. states. Had heard a mason, (Mr. Henry Moore) say, he 
did not believe a word about Morgan being murdered, and if he had 
been it was no more than he deserved. Never heard any other ma- 
son express such a sentiment. As to Moore’s being of reputable 
standing did not know about that. He was asked if he had not on 
many occasions, in presence of Mr. Moore, and to him charged ma- 
sooswith the murder of Morgan, and said that they justified it. He an- 
swered that he did not know butt he might have said so, and did not 
know as he had. Has had a good many disputes with Moore upon 
such accusations. Asked if both he and Moore generally or often 
got warm on those occasions; answered yes, I never knew Moore on 
any occasion when any question was asked him, about the murder of 
Morgan, but what he would answer warmly. He was asked if it was 
on one of those occasions that Mr. M. had used the expression tha); 
he had stated. • 

Ans. No, it was not. 

J\ioses Richardson . Present in general grand royal archchapter in New- 
York, when news came of the abduction of Morgan. Dewit Clinton 
Crov. presided, and next day offered a reward of $1,500, and it was 
thought that that was enough. 

John Hally North Kingston. Heard Rev. Lemuel Burge justify it. 
Rev . Lemuel Burge. Have never introduced conversation respect- * 
ng Morgan, but having daily in my walks heard declarations, and have 
taken the ground laid down by the speaker, and raised interrogato- 
ries as I did with J. Hall, viz. you believe so and so ? I then asked him, 
«olely for the purpose of seeing what answer would be given, wheth- 
er as a mason ne was not guilty, and if guilty, whether he bad not 
eaet the fate he justly merited? This is the ground I have uniformly 
taken in order to avoid a declaration, or any thing that might lead 
to a declaration of my opinion respecting the supposed death of 
Capt. W. Morgan or his illustrations. 

Willard Ballou . Received a paper folded in form of a letter; on 
the inside was part of a single line in cyphers, translated to be, u Re- 
v enge is sweet,” post marked M. U. Houses, was said to mean Mid- 
dletown Upper Houses. Did not know whether it came from a ma- 
son or antimason: all he knows is, that at the lodge one time, a mem- 
ber asked if any body present had Morgans Illustrations. 

Samuel S. Peckham. He was a member of the antimasonic con- 
tention, and appointed on a committee. Has heard one mason only 
justify the muixler of Morgan, viz. James M. Tuell (block-maker) ox 
Capt. Vars’ shop. Tuell began about antimasonry. Witness told 
bim he had heard be had said that there were three or four men in 
town who he wished were served as they said Morgan was. This 
toljl to him by Thomas Sherman, and he thinks by Geo. Bowen. 


* 
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Tuell denied this, and then said that if any man should do as Morgan 
had done, he would deserve to have his throat cut; and that if any 
m&u who belonged to a religious society should come off from it and 
•try to pull it down, he would deserve to be served the same way. 
Witness met Tuell some days after and reminded him of what he had 
said about a church member. Tuell said that if he had said so it was 
wrong, 'and he was sorry for it. “ What Tuell said about Morgan ap- 
peared to be his deliberate opinion [Was it more so than what he said 
in the same breath and in connexion with it, about a church member; 
and which he had forgot, but was sorry for it if he had said it.] 

Capt . Vars. (Referred to by Peckhain.) He is not a mason, re- 
members there was some conversation between them in his shop, but 
know not what it was; no impression on his mind that Tuell saidaoy 
thing that went to justify the murder of Morgan. T. observed that 
there were some in Newport that deserved to be served the same wav 
as Morgan. This, he (witness) is sure of because he said to Tuefl, 
u now you are going too far,” they (P. and T.) got quite earnest. 

[Capt. Vars evidently makes a mistake in transferring to Tuell tbs 
words U3ed by Peckham, who swears it was he that told Tuell; be 
heard he had said there were three or four in Newport who deserv- 
ed, &c. &c. This Capt. Vars himself recollected when that part of 
Peckham’s deposition was read to him, but did not recollect Tuell’s 
answer, which Peckham says was a denial. As to the rest, Capt. 
Vars heard no such conversation as Peckham imputes to Tuell.] 
Jaines Tuell . Recollects some conversation in Vars ? shop; but who 
began it, or particulars of it he entirely forgot. He went in for some- 
thing he wanted, was there but a few minutes, and went out as soon 
as he got it; no recollection of ever saying there were three or four 
persons in town who deserved &c. &c. Is sure he never thought so; 
Peckham frequently came to his shop and endeavored to irritate him 
•about masonry. Peckham would tell him that if he and Robert Den- 
nis did not renounce masonry, he (Peckham) would no longer con- 
sider them as church members. They would both frequently get 
very angry, and say very hard things to each other, which neither of 
them meant. He told Peckhain, several times that he did not wish 
to talk with him any more upon that subject; wished he would drop 
ft and talk about things more profitable, or not come to his shop. 

Samuel S. Peckham . (called again.) In answer to a question, he said 
that he had been a church member with Tuell and Kobert Denntei 
and had left off communing' with them as church members, because 
they deny what thousands have declared about masonry, and put 
their names to it. And I therefore consider them as not acting up to 
their professions. 

George Bowen . (referred to by S. S. Peckham.) Has beeuin habit 
of playing antimason with masons, and mason with the anties, whate*' 
er he has heard Tuell say oil the subject of Morgan was in that waj'i 
and does not recollect ever hearing Tuell say there were three 
four in Newport who deserved to be served as they said Morgan waaj 
once, he thinks, he heard Tuell say that Morgan was served right; 
•but it was when they were in a banter. ^ 

Thomas Shearman, (referred to by Peckham.) No recollection 
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was stated by feckham. About the time mat aiiiiiuasonry first 
up, frequently saw Peck barn and Tuell together; they would 
get high, and the witness aud others would keep it on ; but 
always ended in good humour. Tuell is a man easily irritated ; 
he witness, and Geo. Bowen and others would work upon him 
he would get into a passion; but after a while, he ceased to be 
lerated upon, and they left him aloue. He never considered 
hing that was said as being serious, nor can he now recollect 
hing about those conversations; it was all a piece of sport. Not 
ion nor anantimason. 

marks . — In the preceeding summary of the evidence upon this 
iranch of the charges we have taken only the principal facts 
.ined in the twenty-six depositions referred to ; omitting such 
La and minor circumstances as did not appear to be important ; 
ould not materially affect the amount and character of the tes- 
ly as here presented. This testimony is not of a description 
i requires us to dwell upon it. Aud it seems, moreover, that 
witnesses themselves have answered one another, 
has been a very prominent and favourite charge, that the mur- 
f Morgan is sanctioned by the principles of the masouic ins tit u- 
-that masonry is every where the same and of course that all 
11s who adhere to that institution and support its principles, are 
sated in the cfime of Morgan’s murder, and approvers of it. But 
ive seen it incontestibly proved by the testimony that they con- 
&o such principles and warrant no such construction; and that 
lasons in this State acknowledge none such. Neither, in the 
: in which it is used in the charge, is there any truth in the as- 
>n that masonry is every where the same. No doubt it is essentially 
&me in its signs of recognition, ceremonies of initiation, masonic 
ine or lectures, &c. &c. and this we believe is all that is meant 
e Witt Clinton and others when they say that it is every where 
ame. For we have seen that the masonic obligations are raate- 
and widely different in form, contents and substance, and it is 
ore true that masonry, in character and practice, is the same 
r where, than it is that Christianity is the same in practice and 
truction in the hands of the thousand different religious sects, 
had been there would have been no martyrs. When there- 
k most offensive and criminating charge, which masons know to 
afounded, has been brought against them to their faces and per- 
I in ; however seriously denied; it would not have been surpris- 
if some, nay many of them had uttered declarations, which, 
r other circumstances would be unjustifiable and perhaps 
inal. But for those persons, who have taken part in such con- 
itions, and have probably, themselves called forth those im- 
ier declarations by their own unfeeling conduct and unfounded 
sations; — for those to mark them down and con them over; to 
bout reporting that such and such persons — their acquaintances 
irhaps their friends; — are iustifiers of the murder of Morgan, and 
a for the institution to which they belong a power and jurisdic- 
over life;— is furnishing but doubtful evidence of tbe purity of 
• own principles or of the goodness of their hearts. 



f ' ■ . ;i. i politicians who can avail them- 

« t. ly and industriously, sparing no 

■> after and collect them from all 
ijuaneis; endeavoring to give to them the imposing character of evi- 
dence; not for the purpose of using them against the individuals them* 
selves; but for the purpose of giving countenance to accusations 
striking at the reputations and principles of a large and respectable 
class of their fellow citizens ! 

Examination of a charge of murder , made and circulated against the Grand 
Lodge of Rhode- Island, 

Moses Thacker, (Refers to his address to Grand Lodge for the fol- 
lowing story.) A Mr. Sayles , — says Thacher, — in the summer or au- 
tumn of 1828, a gentleman of high standing, related these facts to 
him, viz: U A. B. who lived in a back town of Rhode-lsland, made 
C. D. a mason illegally. It leaked out, and A. B. happening to bob 
Providence, was summoned before the grand lodge; he went and was 
put out of the way so secretly that his friends thought he had abscond- 
ed, and this was the general report. The manner in which this last 
act was conducted he understood Mr. Sayles to he this. The grand 
lodge appointed certain resolute masons to act as executioners; who 
inflicted upon A. B. the penalty of his obligation and consigned bis 
body down the river. The narrator of these circumstances [Mr. 
Sayles] expressed his regret that the Morgan affair had not been con- 
ducted as secretly and thereby prevented all this noise and commo- 
tion. As Mr. Sayles is called a man of honor he will not deny tin 
statement, there being abundant evidence that he has made the sans 
to several other persons. He will likewise doubtless be able to give 
his authority, as I understood him that one of the parties concernid 
was a relative of either himself or his wife. This affair was said to 
have taken place several years ago. Felt an honest conviction of 
the truth of what he then stated. He placed reliance in the state- 
ment. Had seen Sayles’ reply to him. Has never addressed Mr. S. 
on the subject except through medium of the press. Did not, after 
Sayles’ reply to him, confer with the other persons, to whom he 
says in his address to grand lodge, Mr. Sayles had made the same 
communication. Mr. Sayles did not name the person said to bate 
been murdered by the grand lodge. He, — witness, — did not com- 
municate what he had heard to the grand lodge immediately. [Htd 
an uncle in it.] lie continued a mason four or five months after this. 
[Nine months, lie should say. His address to his church and con- 
gregation was May 24, 1829, when he first seceded.] Has made the 
same statement in a note to his address to his church and congrega- 
tion and in a speech in the antimasonio convention at Philadelphia*” 

Caleb Sayles, Refers to his reply to and correction of Moses 
Thaoher’s statement, dated Sept. 10th, 1831, and published in the 
masonic Mirror and other newspapers. Corrects Thacher’s state- 
ment. The circumstances which, lie agrees, he did relate to Tbach- 
er were told to him by a brother in law at Watertown, N. Y. more 
than twenty four years ago. Does not recollect any names weragfr- 
eo to him; arid the relation of the affair was such, at that time, as did 
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i)ce so deep an impression on his mind as to lead to any quest- 
n the subject. Never stated that a man teas put out of the way, 
tily murdered by the grand lodge ; or was so secretly put out of the 
his friends thought he had absconded , $c.; nor did he ever express 
that the Morgan affair had not been conducted as secretly , <$-c. tyc. 
statement was, — says Mr. S. — that after the person had been 
oned by the lodge, as 1 understood it, he was missing, and that 
*nds thought he had absconded, and that this was the general 
That the assertion of Moses Thacher that he understood 
r. Sayles “that the grand lodge appointed certain resolute 
s who inflicted upon A. B. the penalty of his obligation and 
;ned his body down the river,” is, every syllable of it y gratuitous, 
single word of it was ever uttered by him . Soon after conversing 
?hacher, he went into the back towns, where it was said the 
originated; and took much pains to ascertain the origin and 
ition of the story and could find nothing in corroboration of it. 
w there the elder brother of bis informant, who had lived all his 
n the vicinity; but he had never heard of the story and did not 
e a word of it. The name of his brother in law was Q,elwin Smith, 
iquired but never could ascertain the name of the man said to 
been murdered. Has heard during the examination that his 
was Smith.” 

Thatcher, as appears from his deposition had twice before pub- 
u&de a similar statement; once from his pulpit, to liis church 
angregation, and once in a convention at Philadelphia. He did 
a either of those occasions name his author, but spoke of him 
'aspect and as “an upright man.” In his address to the grand 
, for the first time, he named Mr Sayles; who immediately came 
rd and refused to stand voucher for the story which Thacher 
irculated upon his authority. 

. Sayles, it appears, lives in Thacher’s own town and neigh- 
>od; yet the latter never inquired of him, whether the horrid 
int which he was about publishing, wholly upon his (Sayles’) 
rity, was a correct account of what he had heard Sayles, casu- 
relate almost a year before; nor, whether Sayles himself 
i sufficiently clear and distinct recollection of an old story, 
i bad more the appearance of a fable than a narrative of real 
to authorize a publication of the account, with a reference to 
s vouching for the correctness of it. 

ither does he say that from the time he first heard it, he had 
made any inquiries whatever for the purpose of ascertaining 
tier, or not* it was entitled to any credit. But, without any oth- 
irrant than a vague “wayside” story— a rumour of a rumour — 
without concerning himself, in the feist, about its consistency, 
ability, truth or falsehood; he goes up into his pulpit, and delin- 
ly, in the face of his church and congregation, accuses a number 
2spectble citizens of an adjoining state, of the crime of murder, 
ling could so strikingly show the high state of excitement, to 
h many of the people of this man’s senatorial district had, at 
time, been worked up, upon the mixed subjects of masonry and 
ics, as the faet, that he should dare to resort to such outrageous 



means of electioneering, even in the Yery pulpit and church cc 
crated to religion. 

Believing that a charge of this character, proclaimed too, as it wai 
an ordained minister of the gospel, ought not to be too lightly pi 
over, we will, before we finally dismiss this witness, show the d 
ant faces which he has, himself put upon it, in his different put 
tions. If he had not been conscious that the story in its aggrav 
character was one of his own framing, he would have calted ■ 
Sayles and endeavored to have come to an explanation with 
And he would, certainly, have appealed for a confirmation of i 
the two other persons, Dr. Pride and Rev. Luther Wright, to** 
he says Sayles had told the same story. But he confesses th 
made no application to any of them, after Sayles’ contradietii 
his statement. 

In his Philadelphia speech he says “They [the grand lodge' 
certain resolute members appointed to take care of him. They die 
care of him; they murdered him. And I was informed that b« 
taken down the Providence River.” He merely amplifies this 
tie in his address. He there says; “The grand lodge appointee 
tain resolute masons to act as executioners, who inflicted wpon,. 
the penalty of his obligation, and consigned his body down thi 
er.” But all this most material part of the charge, was added 
after his first publication of it, in his address to his church and co 
gation, which contains not a word of it. In his address to his cl 
&c. he says; “I have been informed by as many as three differeni 
sons (all masons) that a man was put out of the way, that is, sec 
murdered, a few years ago by the grand lodge of a neighboring si 
‘Thus he endeavored to have it believed by his church and co 
gation, and the people of his senatorial district, that the accoi 
a most shocking murder which he was giving to them, was voi 
by the confession of<tf least three different masons. Whereas it ap 
from his subsequent publications and from his deposition, tha 
Sayles was the only authority he had to refer to; and that th- 
others whom he here brings in to make up his no less than three 
ent iritnesscsy were only Dr. Pride and Rev. Mr. Wright, win 
merely, like himself, heard Sayles’ relation; and to whom he (T 
er) did not think it worth while to apply for helpjafter Sayles cc 
diction of his account. In his Philadelphia account he uses the i 
Peter and John , saying, “l will use ficticious names,” leaving it 
understood by the convention that he was possessed of the real 1 
of the parties: that is, the person made a mason irregularly, an 
mason who made him and was murdered for it: but did not w 
mention them. Circumstances, which if true, would give an i 
reality to the story and much strengthen it. Whereas it appea 
their depositions that neither he nor Sayles knew any thing : 
the names of the supposed parties. 

In his Philadelphia speech he says, “ In my neighborhood it has 
said repeatedly, not by the least of the order, but by high prie* 
grand prelates, that if Morgan had been put to death he had 
serred rightly,” and his address to grand lodge contained a si 
statement. Here in a public assembly abroad, he makes a cl 



55 

of a highly criminal character, and affecting the reputation of his 
principal neighbors at home: and by his manner of relating it im- 
presses it upon the assembly that the facts he states are within his 
own personal knowledge. But when questioned in his deposition, 
and asked to give the names of those neighbors, he replied “I had 
not heard myself any mason express such an opinion; I made that 
assertion in my address from information derived from others upon 
whom I thought I could rely. / stated it as any other historical fact.” 
He does not however name a single person from whom he had, even 
second hand, these unfavorable accounts of his most respectable 
neighbors. 

As wicked and inhuman as was this infamous charge of murder, so 
industriously and widely propagated by this witness, and by means of 
which, if it had been in his power, he would have blasted the char- 
acters and destroyed the peace of a number of respectable citizens 
and of their families; yet we must recollect that there were men even 
in this State who were bad and base enough to make ail the use of 
it, and to give it all the credit and currency in their power. The 
same men, on the late examinations before the committee; although* 
compelled at last to confess that there was no foundation for the sto- 
ry; clung, to the scandal as long as there was any hope of giving any 
countenance or colour to it. And for this purpose they produced 
several witnesses the substance of whose testimony we proceed to 
give. 

Ray Potter. Rev. Moses Thacher called on him and showed him 
a letter he had received from somebody in Maine or New Hampshire. 
Contained injunction to conceal the name. Writer had seen in news- 
papers Thacher’s account of the murder of a man by the grand lodge. 
The name of the person illegally made a mason was D. C. Smith; ne. 
now resides in N. Y. and is brother in law of Caleb Sayles, and has 
a brother in Burrillville or Glocester. ’Twas about thirty years ago. 
Writer wanted to obtain the name of the person who made the 
mason. Witness was asked if, from all he found in that letter,, and 
all that Thacher added he came to the conclusion or belief that any 
such murder had been committed. He answered that he did not 
come to any such conclusion. Asked if he had frequently and pub- 
licly circulated these circumstances now related. Answered that he 
had spoken of them a number of times; for he had his fears and sus- 
picions that the murder was committed. u JMy reasons were that I knew 
the penalty of the oath to be death , and if masons thought it right to annex such 
a penalty , they might think right to inflict it .” [Here we find that he 
joined Thacher in circulating a story which he confesses he did not 
oelie ve, and in the next breath to justify this conduct, he pretends 
that he did have his fears and suspicions that the murder was commit- 
ted; and again, to reconcile this to his disbelief of the facts, he says 
that hb fears &c. were derived from the penalty of the oath.] Ask- 
ed if he thought that an anonymous letter ought to be received by 
any man as evidence of murder; especially when the man who shows 
it is committed and deeply interested by having been himself the 
author of the charge. Answered that he thought not. Don’t recol- 
lect any conversation with Mr. Thacher about the murder, or the 



circumstances of it; or who were probably concerned. Asked if he 
made any inquiries about the story and circumstances he had been cir- 
culating. He replied he did not; for lie did not know where lo in- 
quire [Yet be gives the name and residence of the man supposed, 
as he or the letter says, to have been made a mason; says he was the 
brother in law ol Caleb Sayles,. and bad a brother living in BurriU- 
ville or Glocester. Tbacher kept his thumb over the name of the 
writer. He (witness) endeavored to see the name, and did see the 
Christian name. Thacher appeared willing he should see part of the 
name. Thacher was shortly after a candidate for the Senate of Mas- 
sachusetts. [Not a word was said by Thacher in bis own deposi- 
tion of this pretended letter. And although he has long brought upon 
himself the imputation of having been guilty of fabricating a. false ac- 
cusation of murder; yet be has never (from any thing that appears,) 
taken the testimony of the pretended letter writer; nor availed him* 
self of the information contained in the letter; nor applied to any of 
the persons there pointed out to him.] 

Jesse Brown, of Cumberland. [Great earnestness was mapifested 
to get the testimony of this witness and the next one (Lewis C. 
Brown, of Smithfield.) They, not having readily appeared upon the 
usual written request from the committee being served upon them, a 
peremptory summons was applied for to compel their attendance, 
which was granted and served by an officer. Their examinations will 
show the efforts that were made by those who brought them, to get 
something out of them, which by giving some countenance to the 
murder story, might save it from falling to the ground and becomiif 
useless.] Witness, in answer to question by J. S. Harris, said, it 
was reported that J. Follet was clandestinely made a mason by one 
Adams, of Moss, a transient person: that Follet was afterwards regu- 
larly admitted. Transaction generally known in Cumberland. Ask- 
ed by J. S. Harris if he knew that Mams was called upon by the lodge 
Jot what he had done . “ Did you understand that the lodge or masons (ask- 

ed J. S. Harris) had any thing to do with his going away , or paid any 
thing towards his remoealV' Ans. “ I never understood that the lodge 
or masons had any thing to do with said Adams 9 going away: I under- 
stood that several masons conversed with him on the subject, and 
asked him why he had done so; and he replied, that he did it to get 
funds to remove himself and family: this was more than twenty years 
ago.” Quest, by J. S. Harris. “ Have you not frequently said or 
thought there was something wrong about this transaction, so far as 
masonry was concerned?” Ans. “ I have not; I have thought and 
said that Adams did wrong to get Follet’s money in that way.” [Thus 
the witness is almost begged to furnish some little, ever so little, cir- 
cumstance: — A. said so, or A. thought so, even to relieve the distress- 
es of those who, being obliged to give up the glaring charge of mur- 
der, could not bear the idea of being deprived of all pretexts for con- 
tinuing, at least, their surmises and insinuations against the reputation 
of some of the most esteemed and respected witnesses of the very 
town in which their assailants themselves live.] Quest, by Wm. 
Harris. “Have you heard from Mrs. Follet’s family, or any one else, 
respecting a stranger who boarded there going away suddenly, and 
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of Mrs. F’s. discovering blood on bis clothing?’’ &c. Ans. “I nev- 
er did.” 

Lewis C. Brown. Was asked by those who produced him, about a 
man’s having obtained degrees in masonry illegally; who it was; who 
gave the degrees; what became of the man ; where was he tried ? Ans. 
“ No such case ever came within my knowledge.” Quest. “ Have 
you reason to believe that such a case did happen? Ans. “No” — 
has heard the Foilet story and relates it; was well acquainted with 
Mr. Foilet. His brother Fenner Brown married one of Follet’s 
daughters. He (witness) was from twenty to twenty five years old 
when Foilet died. Never heard him (Foilet) say he had been clan- 
destinely made a mason or that any one had suffered on his account. 
Asked, what has been represented by Follet’s family as to his state 
of blind when in his last sickness. Ans. Never heard there was any 
change in his mind or that he said any thing about any stranger. [Ques- 
tions were asked him similar to that put by Wm. Harris in last depo- 
sition, but the inquiries amounted to nothing.] 

Sctmuel Young. Heard a rumor about two years ago about one 
Thomas H. or S. Smith being murdered in St.John’s lod^e in Prov- 
idence, never heard any other such rumor and supposes it the same 
as Moses Tbacher’s. Acquainted with Smith’s wife, who has told 
him her husband had absconded. Smith formerly lived in Gloces- 
ter. Asked by J. S. Harris if he ever heard her say that her hus- 
band had been summoned before the lodge; was not her maiden name 
fiowen; and was not Bowen a high mason? Ans. Never heard her 
say her husband was so summoned; Bowen was her father, but 
whether a mason or not don’t know. 

Thomas Truesdell. Heard same report as S. Young. He knew 
Smith well. There was a story that in 1321, (thinks) he started to 
come to Providence from Glocester and had been robbed, and it was 
feared he had been made way with by robbers; considerable inquiry 
was made about him and it was reported that his horse and waggon 
had been found in Cranston or Johnston. The belief was afterwards 
that he had gone to Ohio or Kentucky. He (Smith) was owing the 
'firm of Wheaton & Truesdell about five hundred dollars; informed 
4y Jesse Tourtellot that Smith was seen by his partner Mr. Wilder 
near Cincinnati; sent our acconnt out to be collected. Mr. Wilder 
who was brought up near Smith and knew him well, told witness 
that he^afterwards had seen Smith in New-Orleans; and was sure it 
was he though he tried to shun him. Witness is not a mason. 

These are all the charges which have appeared, in the various pub- 
lications devoted to that object, against freemasonry and masons in 
this State. The committee; agreeably to their instructions; have 
carefully examined them all; and the result of their investigation is 
here presented; together with the whole of the testimony taken by 
them. 

The committee, during the examination, could not avoid (and did 
Dot wish to avoid) feeling an interest in the reputations of the large 
*od respectable class of their fellow citizens, who had been so long 
held up to public view; and, a desire that they might not be found 
deserving of the degrading charges circulated against them. They 
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have no apprehensions that their participating in that common 
est which the community itself always takes in the reputation 
members^ will subject them to the censure of the General Asst 
or the disapprobation of their fellow citizens. That they we 
led by this, or any other consideration to show any undue fa* 
masons: on the contrary, that an extreme indulgence and li 
even, was extended to those who had propagated; and of • 
were responsible for the charges under examination; — the g 
C ions themselves will manifest. 

The opinions of the committee have already been expressed 
these charges as they severally came under examination. Th 
unsupported by the evidence; — nay, they are clearly proved 
wholly unfounded. 

With respect to the masonic institution itself, we believe t 
its principles, it was originally good; and that as it is still unde 
and practiced upon in this State, it cannot be called bad, mu< 
criminal. That we are correct in this opinion we think mig 
clearly shown from the antimasonic books themselves. But w 
dwelling upon this point, there is one fact which we think ou 
be conclusive with every candid and rational man. Some, nay 
many, of the greatest and best men which this or any other ci 
ever produced, have been long adhering and approving memb 
masonic institutions. 

Some persons have strenuously endeavored to have it undei 
that masonry was denounced by President Washington. Tk 
was not so. His leiter of September 25th, 179S, to Mr. S 
was merely written to correct the error of his friend in sup 
that he then presided over the English lodges in this countr 
doing this he mentions that he had not been in a lodge moi 
cnee or twice within the last thirty years; and he adds: “Ik 
notwithstanding none of the lodges in this country are contain 
with the principles ascribed to the society of the illuminati 
would be paying a poor compliment to President Washington, 
that he knew the masonic institution of which he was a memt 
be criminal, dangerous, or had in any way, and that he yet <j 
withdraw from it. All that can be said about it is, that he ha 
ceased to take an interest in attending upon lodges; which we 
is the case with very many who still retain a good opinion of th< 
ciples of masonry. Dr. Franklin was, we are informed, at thi 
ol the first lodge (grandflodge we believe) introduced into Ph 
phia. 

Cadwallader D. Colden may be mentioned, because he is hi 
thority with antimasons, and is respected also by masons, a 
many of whom approve of his sentiments, though not themselv 
ceders. He was long an adhering mason, took his thirty-thii 
gree, and officiated in some of its highest offices; and it was 
his opinion that in the principles of masonry there was any 
wrong. Numerous instances might also be mentioned of men 
have been among the brightest examples of piety, Christian i 
ness and wisdom, and who yet have been long approving mason 
taken the highest degrees. 


We have been surprised, we cpnfess, that grave and Wise nmt 
(such for instance as the Bishop Griswold, and the late Dr. Gano) 
could submit to what would seem to be frivolities in the masonic cer- 
emonies; but when we come to look into the antimasonic books, we 
find those ceremonies, even there, explained in a manner to render 
them unexceptionable and even inipresssive. For instance; the blaz- 
ing Star is explained in the lectures as u commtmorativeof the Star which 
appeared in the east , to guide the wise men to Btthkhem , to proclaim the 
wth and presence of the Son of God” In like manner also are explain- 
ed the emblems of the spade, coffin, death-head, marrow bones and 
sprig of cassia which are so perpetually kept before our eyes in an- 
timasonic books and almanacs, for the purposes of deception. Fo* 
instance, the emblem of the sprig of cassia is thus explained in the 
lecture in Bernard’s book. “The sprig of cassia is emDlematical of 
that immortal part of man which never dies, and when the cold win- 
ter of death shall have passed and the bright summer’s morn of the 
resurrection appears, the Son of Righteousness shall descend, and 
send forth his angels to collect our ransomed dust,” &c. 

Upon the whole, we must come to the conclusion that in the gen- 
uine original principles of masonry there is nothing objectionable. 
But that its principles have, in some places become wholly corrupt- 
ed; that the institution has been abused to an alarming degree; and 
that it is an institution liable to be abused and to become dangerous; 

of all this we are perfectly convinced; as we shall more fully man- 
ifest before we close this report. 

The committee have not deemed it proper to extend their inquiry 
to the accusations against freemasons in other states; and we have 
therefore not authorized any depositions to be taken out of this State. 

. We would however notice a statement, in the form of a letter dated 
OfrNew-York, purporting to have been written by- Jarvis F. Hanks 
and sworn to, which was presented to the committee. This state- 
ment contains the opinions of the writer on the subject of the ma- 
tonic obligations, and also charges of a criminal nature against ma- 
in New-York; these charges are improbable upon the face of 
and if untrue are grossly libellous. Besides if the charges 
: Were founded in fact it was the duty of Mr. Hanks as a citizen to 
fluke them known to the civil authority of New-York, that the ac- 
cused might be prosecuted for the offences and confronted with their 
accuser. As the character and standing of Mr. Hanks is unknown 
tons, and we have had no opportunity of examining him ourselves; 
*0 should do an act of injustice to our fellow citizens of New-York 
to publish these charges. 

The affidavits of Taber, Corey and Philip Chace of Troy, Mass, 
illative to the masonic obligations in Bernard’s Light on Masonry, 
Ood of Philip Peck of New-Berlin, N. Y. relative to the New-Berlin 
trial, were presented to the committee, but as these affidavits con- 
tour nothing important to our inquiry and were taken without our di- 
lution, we do not think it proper to publish them. And it must be* 
. obvious, that if we were to receive testimony of this character, it 
Would lead to an interminable inquiry; without producing any saftia- 
fretory result. 

H 
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The authors of the foregoing chargee and their objects. 

The committee have still an important part of their duty to per- I 
form. Here have been a number of highly criminal and scandalous 
charges, aimed at the characters of a large class of the most respec- 
ted citizens in the State, published and republished in newspapers, 
pamphlets and hand-bills; and unceasingly propagated; with the de- 
clarations that the propagators held themselves prepared to sub- 
stantiate them; — all which charges, when fully examined, although 
every effort has been made to sustain them; have turned out to m 
totally false. Who are they that have done this work, and what have been 
their objects ? It has no appearance of being the work of mere hot- 
headed zealots, or the offspring of private malice. It cannot be so 
accounted for. 

The character of the charges, on the face of them, is that of cold 
blooded calculation and design. And when the uniform conduct of 
those concerned in them, ana the additional facts which will present- 
ly be stated, are looked into and considered; there cannot be a doubt 
what that design has been: — that in fact, it was and is no other than 
a design to prevent masonry from going down or being given up;— 
to excite and lash masons into resistance and action, and by contin- 
ually threatening them with the ballot-box and the pres3, to compel 
them in self defence to organize themselves into a political party: the 
effect of which, it was well known, would be to bring out and ar- 
ray antimasons as a political party (which they were not until lonr 
after these intrigues were commenced) in opposition to them. And 
then, in the state of commotion which would ensue, in the conflicts * 
of the two parties; these agitators would have a prospect of rising 
into importance and power; which such characters could never hops 
for from the cool judgment of the people. 

Most certainly these are not the objects of any considerable nufc- 
ber of political antimasons. We want no better proof that they art 
not, than the fact that these objects, and the means by which they - 
are pursued* are devoid of all principle — moral and political. For 
we do sincerely believe that a great majority of political antimasons 
want nothing more than that masonry should be discontinued, and 
would be perfectly satisfied if the masons themselves would discon- 
tinue it: — better satisfied, indeed, than they would be in putting H I 
down forcibly; which, if it could be done, would be productive of 
irritation and resentful feelings which would not soon subside. 

We are equally confident that there is no political antimason, wba 
is also a moral antimason, (and there can be no honest antimason who 
is not,) who has had any hand or agency in the flagitious charges K* 
question. Charges (some of them) imputing the crimes of murder 
and the justification of murder to an extensive class 'of highly 
teemed citizens. No; they, every man of them, will and do coir 
demn such profligacy as strongly and decidedly as do the rest of th® 
community. But, they must then be sensible that there is among 
• them a set of men, calling themselves political antimasons, and act' 
ing a conspicuous part in the party; with whom, in character, ift 
principles, motives and objects they can have no fellowship; and to 
whom they ought not to give any manner of countenance. Nor witt 
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.hey, we art persuaded, when they become better acquainted with 
their designs. 

There is no difference in principles between moral and political 
antimasons. They all equally wish that the masonic institutions 
should be discontinued. And for a longtime there was no difference 
in opinion among them as to the means. They relied upon the influ- 
ence which the common sense and wishes and sentiments of the 
whole community would have upon the masonic fraternity. And 
they were certainly right in these calculations. That influence, al- 
ways powerful, would probably long ago, have had the desired ef- 
fect, had it not been counteracted by the arts of those who had dif- 
ferent ends to answer. It has been by the efforts of those persons 
that a portion of the moral antimasons have been drawn off from their 
brethren. The sole object of these persons is to make a speculation 
ind profit out of masonry and antimasonry. But as they claim to be 
antimasons, though their objects and principles are totally different 
from, nay, the reverse of those of both the other classes of antima- 
sons, we find it necessary, for the purpose of distinguishing them, and 
that no mistake may be made in the application of our further re* 
marks, to designate them by some appropriate name or title, and as 
we do not readily think of any more characteristic, we shall call 
them Speculative antimasons . 

It must not be understood that this class of speculating politicians 
ii acting at its own discretion, or pursuing its own plans, withouc 
connexion with or dependance upon others. It is quite the contra- 
ry. It forms but an unimportant member, comparatively, of an ex- 
tensive fraternity of speculative antimasons, which has been organ- 
ised and established by the far reaching politicians of another State; 
who alone could ever have conceived the idea of bringing about a 
connexion between politics and antiniasonry. By those politicians, 
the universal excitement, the deep sensation of abhorrence and in- 
k Agnation which were produced by'the tragical scenes that had been 
acted in the western parts of that State, were marked only with an 
eye to the use that might be made of them. They calculated, (as 
the capacity of a steam engine is calculated,) what would be tne 
amount of the available power and force of the popular impulse, then 
at its height; could it be kept up, concentrated, regulated and ap- 

£ lied to political uses. And, having satisfied themselves of its suf- 
ciency, they, (without the slightest participation’ in the common 
impulse) put themselves forward into the front ranks of antimason- 
7, where they speedily drowned the voices of the real, moral anti- 
masons, and took their places; by their loud denunciations of mason- 
ry and masons; their lamentations of the murder of Morgan; their 
discoveries, or prophecies of new and monstrous crimes,' plots and 
' conspiracies, against the safety and rights of their fellow citizens, 
|md the liberties of the country. Every where they were foremost 
in advocating the cause of antimasonry; the people’s cause. 

In short, there were no bounds to the arts which those deep-read 
politicians put in practice, to keep up and increase the popular ex- 
citement. And, so far, their efforts were attended with no difficul- 
ties. There was just and ample cause for those excitements — a cause 



but too real. The only occasion they had for the exercise of tfcd 
skill, was in concentrating the popular impulse and giving it thedi 
rection which their purposes required it should take. And this wa 
an. easy performance for such adepts. They knew that popular M 
dignation is never satisfied with being felt and expressed merely. I 
must act; must have an object to act upon; — a sensible object u 
feel its weight. The object upon which they intended from th 
beginning the attack should be made> was, as we have long ago seen 
the whole body of the masons, without discrimination. 

The actual perpetrators of the murder of Morgan they concern* 
themselves but little about, and only made use of for the purpose e 
eoupling with them, and implicating in their guilt, the whole masons 
fraternity, without regarding who were innocent or who guilty. 

And believing that their plans were sufficiently matured to receivi 
the finishing stroke, and that those upon whom they had been ope 
rating, were ready for action; they began to explain to them tnt 
the only way in winch they could reach their enemies, the masom 
and make them feel their indignation and their power was, to Mi 
again st them ; — “to votiT them down.” And not only the masom 
but to vote down all others who would not join them in voting dowi 
the masons. 

Here was a full disclosure of their plans and their objects. Thp; 
knew, perfectly, that to pursue with hostility a whole and an exteii 
sive, respectable and influential class of people, indiscriminately, ant 
without caring whether they were innocent or guilty, would be rani 
persecution; and would, as persecution forever has done all over th 
world, not only produce, but justify resistance and opposition. And 
that, instead of weakening or breaking down the masonic institution 
it wopld be the certain means of strengthening, if not of pyprpetuatio| 
them. And this was the primary object of their labors. They knot 
that unless the masons could be excited and driven into oppositioi 
and others with them; unless from this beginning a new state of par 
ty warfare could be brought about, in which the whole public shouU 
be led or driven to embark — all their hopes of a profitable, if not i 
brilliant political career, would be frustrated. 

Selfish and unprincipled as such designs evidently were, it had bo 
pome really doubtful whether these political speculators in masonrj 
and antknasonry, had any desire, longer to disguise them. The] 
manifested apprehensions lest they should be supposed to limit th* 
views to mere masonry and masons; which, instead of being thei 
objects, were the means only which they employed to aid them i 
their ulterior views. They gave it to be understood that they wer 
not a mere antimasonic party; but were a political party, with a 
high pretensions as any other political party, and in proof of this 
they soon made it manifest that they aspired to possess themselve 
of the reins of government, not only of the State, but of the Unit* 
States. 

Politicians of the character we are describing discard all concer 
about the opinion of the world as soon as they have, or think the; 
have a gooa prospect of success. So it was with these. They knei 
that their real designs were participated in by many; that there wen 
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many others who would fall into the ranks if convinced they were g o- 
ing over to the stronger side; and that, besides all these, there were 
many honest antimasons who had fixed their eyes so strongly and 
steadily upon the masons, their mortal enemies; they had been made 
to believe that they could see nothing else; were past all reflection, 
and only waited, impatiently for the words— -present— fire. 

The words of cbmmand they did receive from their leaders were 
quite as inspiriting. “ To the polls — to the polls ” — the ballot — the 
ballot-box;” were the cabalistic phrases of the political magicians, 
and were reiterated in every harangue and address, and emblazoned 
in every antimasonic newspaper. 

It is believed by politicians that there are certain words or phras- 
es which contain in them a charm much more potent than any rea- 
t soning. Such a charm the phrase “the ballot-box ahd the press,” 
I is supposed to contain, and great use was accordingly made of it by 
? the speculative antimasons. u The ballot-box and the press ;” — meaning by 
l the latter, the presses under their management, in which they in- 
•j structed their followers in the virtues and uses of the “ ballot-box 
I aud finally brought them to the conclusion t hat the only sovereign 
l remedy and cure for masonry; the only certain means of rendering 
l antioaasonry triumphant; was to confer upon them and their adher- 
*} ents, all the principal public offices; — all the chief places and posts of 
y honor and endowment. Not that they were ambitious, or at all de- 
ni sirous of holding offices. Far from it. They would only consent 
? to take them for safe keeping; and that they might not get into the 
h dangerous hands of the masons, or of those who would not help to 
i rote down the masons. 

i Thus, feelings originally pure and genuine; feelings of the heart — 
^ spontaneous, natural and honorable to humanity — were worked upon 
*» by selfish, unfeeling politicians, until they became an impure politi- 
% cal fermentation, and were prostituted to the vile purposes of party, 
e This we believe to be a correct outline of the history and charac- 
i ter of speculative, political antimasonry. We have taken it at its 
i source,' because a description of it there is a description of it in this 
and the other states, as far as it has yet reached. For what has been 
r said of masonry, that it is the same every where, is infinitely more ap- 
[i pljcable to speculative antiraasonry. The present society has not 
(2 only given the tone and stamp to the subordinate, minor fraternities 
a * other states, but as it would seem, has initiated them into its mys- 
g teries, and instructed them in the mode of working . And so closely 
i have those provincial fraternities copied after and followed the in- 
« stnictioi) anti example of their leaders, that they have disregarded all 
a differences of situation, circumstances, character and state of society. 
* This may be seen in the character of the charges we have just been 
g considering, in which we find that the whole body of the masons in 
j this State are treated as if they were the same description of people 
as the masons in the western parts of New-York, who were implicat- 
!| ed in the outrage committed there. But some of our New England 
f- fraternities have carried their initiations many steps too far for their 
r : own credit and characters. * Finding to what great political account 
I murder of Morgan had beep turned out in the bands of the New- 



York politicians, they have been foolish and depraved enough to en- 
deavor to get up a few murder scenes in their own States, to be tra? 
ded upon in the same way. How the exhibition was managed in this 
State and what it come to, we have already seen; and whoever may 
wish to see a few more clumsy attempts at the same kind of exhibi- 
tions, may gratify his curiosity by looking into the proceedings of 
the Massachusetts antimasonic convention held in Boston in May 
last, which we have already referred to, and shall again presently 
have occasion to consult. 

It was long before speculative antimasonry could find any counte- 
nance in this State. And at last, as weare informed, it was introduc- 
ed here directly from the State in which it originated. 

The sober minded people of this State will judge whether it is pru* 
dent, wholesome or safe, for us to have much to do with either the 
politics or politicians of that State; or to give much countenance to 
a fraternity which is either secretly or openly in connexion with, or 
f subordinate to a similar, but rftuch more powerful and extensive po- 
litical association. ' 

That all these fraternities of speculative antiraasons are acting, se- 
cretly and understandingly, under the same discipline, have one and 
the same object — that of obtaining office and power, by creating 
themselyes into an exclusive political party; and that they are every 
where making use of the same means to effect their object. That is, 
are doing every thing in their power to prevent the masonic institu- 
tions from being discontinued; and to provoke and drive the masons 
into an opposition party, without which they cannot themselves ex- 
ist as a party: all this is manifested in their whole proceedings. 

Instead of addressing themselves to the understandings or patriot- 
ism of the masons, instead, of employing argument or persuasion with 
them, they have made every possible effort to outrage their feelings; 
have lpaded them incessantly with abuse and crimination, accusing 
them with all manner of crimes, and treating them throughout in such 
a manner as, it was hoped and believed, would put it out of their 
power to surrender the masonic institutions without impliedly ack- 
nowledging criminality. 

Nor can there be any doubt, that if they had it in their power, they 
would proceed to disfranchise this class of their fellow-citizens. In 
the Massachusetts antimasonic convention before mentioned, it was 
recommended that a statute be passed to disqualify masons from set- 
ting on juries in cases where one of the parties'is a mason and the 
other not. Another of their recommendations was that the antima- 
sonic presses should be exclusively patronised, and other presses dis* 
countenanced.- And, furthermore, that an antimasonic ^ Tract Society* 
with auxiliary branches ,” should he established, and funds created, to be 
u raised from small contributions among the people , which , pouring the# 
dreams into a general reservoir , will enable a committee to stereotype <^c. Sfi* 

That the suppression of masonry is not their object — that the con- 
trary is, in fact their object, is evident from another fact. What Ber? 
nard, the seceding mason, says in his antimasonic book, viz. “ that a 
very small proportion of masons ever advance any further than the 
third degree,” is undoubtedly true. There are thousands of masons 
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vho, (like President Washington) although they hare seen nothing 
n the principles of masonry to disapprove of, have taken no interest 
n its ceremonies, have for many years ceased to attend lodge meet* 
ngs and now, probably, think that under all circumstances, the insti- 
tution had better be abolished. Yet all these are involved in the 
persecution of political (speculative) antimasons, equally with the 
most active adhering mason. 

Again, these politicians know that it would not be enough to ex- 
cite and stir up the masons. It was equally necessary that others 
should be stirred up and brought to act against them; otherwise there 
would be no party warfare. And to bring this about they have bold- 
ly and incessantly declared and proclaimed, that the masons had al- 
ready taken the field; and that, in fact, they always had been a secret 
political combination, having an eye to and engrossing all the chief 

t ublic offices. Part of this is proved to be a sheer fabrication even 
y-the testimony of all the seceding masons themselves; and whoev- , 
er will take the trouble to look into the schedules, or public journals 
of the Legislature, will find that part of it which relates to the public 
offices, to be equally unfounded. 

But there is another difficulty which these people have had to en- 
counter, which has proved nearly insurmountable even in the state of 
New-York itself, the very hotbed of speculative political antimasonry. 

It is apparent that the masons alone even if they could be driven to 
act as a political party, (which in this state, at least, they never yet 
have done, and we hope, will not;) would not, as respectable as they 
nfty be, and influential as many individuals among them are, would 
not, of themselves form a party sufficiently comprehensive to answer 
the object in view. For, they might act as a parly, and every man 
of them might be excluded from office; and yet the reigns of govern- 
ment remain in the same hands they already were in; that is, in the 
handsiof national republicans, moral antimasons, in whom the people 
might continue to place their confidence, without perceiving the 
necessity of transferring it to the speculative political antimasons. 

Here then was the great obstacle. The moral antimasons are in 
their way, and always must be, as long as they pursue their present 
upright course. This accounts for their antipathy to them; which 
is probably stronger and much more sincere, than that which they 
feel towards the masons themselves. To remove this obstacle out 
of their way, we see them laboring to identify the moral antimasons 
with the masons, and treating them as if they formed a party togeth- 
er. And thus it is that they apply to them (the moral antimasons) 
the most vituperative and even low and scurrilous epithets. In short, 
they openly atow that they will recognize but twerparties in the 
country; themselves forming one and the masons the other. 

Upon this principle it was, if principle it can be called, that they 
opposed Gov. Lincoln, although he avowed himself to be moral an- 
timason; they are opposing Mr. Clay also, who, they knew, had 
withdrawn himself from masonry. And now they are, with great vio- 
lence, opposing the national republican administration in this state, 
although the head of the prox, and every one of the senators are deci- 
ded moral antimasons, as are also nearly the whole of house ofrepre* 
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aentatives; there being, we believe, not more than six or seven ad- 
hering masons in that whole body. And, according to the same prin- 
ciple, if president Washington himself was now living, and a candi- 
date for office, these speculative, political antimasons would oppose 
him. Thus it is that to serve their own party ends, they take upon 
themselves to organize society itself anew, by forcibly arranging and 
classing, willing or unwilling, the whole community into two political 
divisions. The means employed to effect this object, are, as we 
have seen, in accordance with its character. 

But there is one design entertained and practiced upon, at least by 
some of them, which is so profligate in its conception, and would M 
- so dreadfully pernicious in its effects, that we must not omit to no- 
tice it. That design is to create a deadly feud among the whole pew 
pie, by carrying the torch of discord into their churches and religion 
societies. 

We find by the proceedings of the same Massachusetts antimasonU 
convention, that a committee was appointed by that body, “to tnqmr 
whether intelligent Christians or churches can knowingly fellowship sM 
freemasonry or its adhering members , without becoming accessaries after Ik 
fact ; thus participating in the horrid crimes of which tile the masonic institu 
tion is proved guilty ” And the following extracts are taken from tlu 
report of that committee to the convention, viz: “Your committal 
proceed to say that they are totally unable to discover how any 
derstanding Christian , or any church of the Lord Jesus Christ, organ* 
ized on gospel principles, actuated by a gospel spirit, and walking Iff 
gospel rules, can consistently with their duty hold any fellowship 
whatever with the masonic institution, or with its adhering memban 
and supporters. 9 ’ “Every organized church possesses in herself tin 
power of her own purification and preservation. The sword of t to 
spirit is in her own hands, and under the direction of her Lord, ski 
can and ought to separate from her body, every incorrigible membir 
of the masonic fraternity. She is invested with theT power of distir 
plincj which affords an ample remedy for this great and sore evil”! 
The report breathes the same spirit throughout; yet it was referred 
toy the convention to their publishing-committee, who say of it, th it 
Rafter careful examination [they] believe it to be a valuable document 
and deserving of extensive circulation!” 

And this spirit of intolerance has not vented itself in words merely* 
We find it raging and fomenting bitter strife and discord in the boso* 
of the church, in North Wrentham, Mass., and ending only in the 
separation of its members; part of them (the minority) with the min* 
ister, Mr. Moses Thacher, withdrawing from the old church and ee* 
tablishing a new on£. Among the reasons assigned by them for thi* 
measure, we find the following, viz: “We are bound then, by tbi 
principles and spirit of the gospel, to disfellowship not only fireem*" 
sonry, but freemasons , so long as they adhere to that antichristian in- 
stitution; and in consideration that there are in your church wrfj 
freemasons, and others who appear determined to remain in league tri* 
them) ” &c. &c. going on upon this ground to justify their separation* 
Had they been the majority, instead of a minority, they would o* 
course, have excommunicated all the other members; not only thoU 
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who were masons, but the rest, because they would not agree to dis 
fellowship the masons. Thu9 is the church and religion itself, to bo 
prostituted to the furtherance of political party purposes. Is this 
the way to put down masonry? Does it manifest any intention or 
desire that it should go down. 

A piou3 divine, and a sincere moral antimason, in a letter to Mr. 
Thacher upon the occasion of those unhappy difficulties, thus ad- 
dresses himself to that gentleman: “There are in all or in many of 
our churches, members, who although they belong to the masonic 
institution, profess to know nothing acout masonry, suchas you have 
revealed it, and their whole lives bear testimony, that in all their in- 
tercourse with the church and with the world, they have always 
acted on principles diametrically opposite to those which you call 
masonic.” “And yet our churches are to be called upon to disci- 
pline these members for crimes which they detest and abhor; and 
they must acknowledge that their view of masonry is such as yoa 
have represented, or be excommunicated.” “Sir, I am sick at 
heart of these pretences to particular purity and zeal. They carry 
with them but contention, noise and war.” 

We hare mentioned, in another part of this report, that, during 
the examination in Providence, a design was formed and manifested 
by certain persons, to frustrate the object which the General Assem- 
bly had in view in instituting the investigation. The following addi- 
tional circumstances will place that Tact beyond a doubt. Mr. W. 
Wilkinson was the first masonic witness who was called upon lor a dis- 
closure of the masonic obligations. He was before 1 he committee the 
whole of Tuesday, the sixth day of their sittings When some questions 
(handed in by antimasons) were put to him respecting some of the 
masonic signs, or ceremonies or symbols, he declined answering, sav- 
hg that he had been assured by the chairman, that the committee 
would not require the masons to answer such questions. * He was 
confirmed in this by the chairman, who then stated publicly, the rtole 
which the committee had agrftd upon, as already mentioned. He 
staled further that, unless the masons should prove to the contrary, 
the committee should take it for granted, and report accordingly,* 
that the masonic secrets or mysteries were fully and correctly dis- 
closed in the autimasonic books of Bernard and Allyri, as the seced- 
ing masons had testified. This appeared to be perfectly satisfactory 
to every body; and the examinations of the masonic witnesses went 
woqnietlyin conformity to the rule thus stated, without the least 
appearance of dissatisfaction, through the whole of that day and the 
neat, until evening. 

' In the entimasonic newspaper of Wednesday we 'find the following 
notice, vix: “Sixth Day. — The legislative committee continued 
theirinvestigations relative to masonry, yesterday, it being the sixth 
% they have assiduously devoted to the inquiry. Messrs. Hazard, 
Cornell, Haile and Sprague were present. The whole day was oc- 
cupied in the examination of William Wilkinson, Esq. a citizen of 
high respectability and the oldest royal arch mason in the state,” 
fcc. &c. “Mr. Wilkinson stated the obligations, so far as- he could 
ftcollfect thefo, up to the knight templar’s degree inclusive; but de- 
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dined answering questions touching the ceremonies and signs of the 1 
several degrees, which he considered were the secrets of masonry; 
and having reference to masons alone as such. The oaths he did 
not consider were the secrets enjoined to lie kept as such. So 
far as the witness felt at liberty to answer the questions proposed to 
him, his statements were made in apparent frankness and candor,” &c. 

No complaint was heard against the rule adopted and acted upon 
by the committee; much less was there any intimation that any 
member of the committee had not agreed to, or was not satisfied 
with it. But during this day, (Wednesday,) it became quite evident, 
to those who had been concerned in propagating the charges, that 
those charges had all been disproved; and, indeed, they were coo* 
scious, that the testimony of the numerous witnesses whom they had 
themselves brought forward for examination during the first five day* u 
instead of sustaining those charges, had gone very far towards dis- * 
crediting them. It was time therefore for them “to look to the re- 
sult.” 

Capt. Wm. Russell had been much relied upon by them to prove a 
an important charge against masons, as has before been stated; but ft 
his testimony was the reverse of what was expected by them. It i 
was then that they took their stand, and made their preconcert- * 
eel attempt to interrupt the proceedings of the committee by cal» n 
ling upon Capt. R. (whom they had summoned for a different pur- k 
pose,) to testify relative to the masonic secrets. They knew the at- fc 
tempt would be discountenanced; and probably, not without some a 
severity; as it certainly merited. And it was for this purpose that * 
they made it. They had now no hopes from the investigation, and a 
were desirous oi escaping its results, by complaining of and impeach- 
ing the conduct of the committee. And from this moment they rail- 1 
ed the cry that the committee were partial and had favored the ma* • 
sons. And that the investigation was incomplete and unsatisfactory 1 
and would not answer the object intended, because the masons were I 
not required to answer questions reUfcive to the masonic signs, fcc. ] 
They knew very well that these were hollow and deceitful preten* ] 
ces; but they were the best they had to set up. Unlessthey belief- ] 
ed that their own witnesses had sworn falsely, they knew that the 1 
masonic signs, ceremonies and mysteries of every kind had already 
been disclosed and proved by those witnesses. Moses Thacker hid 
gone as high as the royal arch degree; and he and the other seced- 
ing masons had testified that, as far as they had gone; all the mason* 
ic mysteries were fully and correctly disclosed and described in Ber- 
nardand Allyn’s books: and this evidence, there being none to the 
contrary, and indeed no denial on the part of the masons, was quite 
sufficient to warrant the inference that the remaining ceremonies* 
were also given correctly in those books. The committee so under- 
stood it and intended so to report; and the cabal knew that they did. 

Mr. Wm. Sprague jr. has himself mentioned the fact that duriag 
part of the proceedings he had withdrawn himself from the commit- 
tee This (act was not mentioned in the former part of this report 
because, as Mr. Sprague had acted with the committee througnouf 
lU& whole of the examinations of>Ir. Wm. Wilkinson, Mr. B. Grant- 
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ton, and the other masonio witnesses who were examined on the sixth 
and seventh days, (Tuesday and Wednesday,) during which examina- 
tions the rule in question had been acted upon without any appear- 
ance of dissatisfaction, and had been repeatedly stated and explained 
as having been adopted by the committee of which Mr. Sprague was 
one, — as Mr. Sprague had remained in his seat with the committee 
(he speaks himself of the examination of Capt. Russell, which was 
the last on Wednesday night) until within a few moments of the time 
when the attempt before mentioned was made; and finally as Mr. 
Sprague afterwards expressed himself dissatisfied with the rule, 
which, during the whole course of the examinations he had never be- 
fore done; considering all this; — it was thought that the mentioning 
the fact of his withdrawing frbm the committee, would have the ap- 
pearance of implicating Mr. Sprague with those who had combined 
to frustrate the object of the investigation. 

Mr. Sprague, the next day after that attempt (on Thursday) said 
to some of the committee that it was necessary for him u to look to the 
remit.” Being asked what he meant by looking to the result, he re- 

( lied that he must consider how it (the examination) is coming out. 
Ir. Sprague was reminded that the committee, when they first met, 
bad t&l ten the resolution that they would go thoroughly through the 
examination let it come out as it might; and that, with the result 
they had nothing to do. The committee did not then know that 
Mr. Sprague was one of the committee appointed to make the antl- 
vasomc address published in September; and in which address the 
very charges (most of them) which were under examination were con- 
tained. 

As the name of William Sprague, and not William Sprague, jr. was 
put to that address, we cannot tell whether it was, in fact, signed or 
examined by Mr. Sprague jr. or not. If it was, he was perhaps treat- 
ed by those who drew it up in the same manner that Mr. John Brown 
of Blast Greenwich, whose name is to the same address as one of the 
committee, was treated. In the address, that gentleman (Mr. Brown) 
Ss made to assert “that the members of those corporations are bound by 
A dr masonic relations and secret oaths, to give a prejerence to each other, 
•eer the rest of mankind ,” fyc . fyc. Whereas in his deposition given 
onder oath, before the committee, he proves that charge to be 
ttse. Testifying there, that he never believed that his masonic oaths 
to mi him to favor a mason at the expense or the injury of others of his f el- 
to citizens; — that he never himself practised uponjuch a construction of the 
toths- — that if he had a favor to grant he should consider that he had aright 
to select the object of his bounty; — that if a favor teas asked of him by a broth - 
* mason, every thing being aqual , he thought, but could not be certain , that 
be should give a preference to him , the brother mason, and he should have 
toted in the same way between a brother in the church and another who was 
tot a brother . But that such a case never occurred to him, for in almost ev- 
ery instance there has been something by which to distinguish between the per- 
and in that case he should judge accordingly . In the same address 
Mr. Brown is made to assert “that the oaths, regulations and requi- 
sitions of masonry, are in direct violation of the civil oaths, and the 
dutiee of witnesses, jurors, and public officers-*” And he is also made 



fa charge the grand lodge with having always acted secretly as a poftf- 
tcal party. All which'is expressly contradicied in his deposition in 
which he swears that he never knew the subjects of politics or reli- 
gion, discussed in any lodges— which subjects he believed are prohib- 
ited by the bye-laws; that he never knew masonry to be used as a 
political engine or for the purpose of obstructing justice; and never 
knew any judge, juror, witness or officer act upon any such principle. 

The committee have pointed out the evil that exists, and have 
traced it, as they believe, to its true source. It would now be their 
province and duty, if in their power, to point out the remedy. They 
can point it out, indeed, without difficulty. But it is a remedy which 
can only be effectually applied by the freemasons themselves. They 
stand acquitted, it is true, of all the charges which designing men 
have brought against them. But they are left in a situation highly 
responsible. One which pnts it in their power, and gives them an 
opportunity — seldom enjoyed by any single class of citizens — to ren- 
der a signal service to the whole community. 

They cannot misunderstand what we mean:, nor do we think se 
poorly of them as to believe it to be necessary that we should make 
use of any caution or preparation, much less disguise, in approaching 
the object which we have to recommend to their attention. Their 
own self respect and consciousness of integrity ought to convince 
them, even if the fact had not been clearly proved, and indeed almost 
confessed, that those who had propagated these charges against them* 
have not themselves, and never have had, any confidence or belief in 
them; and have resorted to them merely as the means (which had 
been elsewhere successful) of producing a popular excitement which 
they might render subservient to political purposes. 

It is for masons to decide whether they will allow themselves to 
be made use of for such purposes. If there is any principle of hon- 
or — any sound principle, whatever, by which masons are bound not 
to discontinue the masonic institution, then, of course, there can be 
nothiug said upon the subject. Bfct we cannot conceive of any such 
principle. Are there, then, any peculiar advantages or benefits — any 
personal objects, too important to masons individually, to be sacri- 
ficed to the wishes and welfare of the community? This, also, is ft 
question for masons themselves to determine. There can be no pe- 
cuniary, or property interest in the way. The funds of those lodges 
which have funds, can be divided or placed in trust for the benefit of 
those for whose benefit they were intended. 

The masonic institution is a charitable and social institution; and, 
in both respects it is praiseworthy. But may not masons continue 
to be charitable, and to enjoy the pleasures and benefits of social in- 
tercourse, without adhering to the forms and ceremonies of an insti- 
lutiou that excites jealousies and suspicion, and causes strife, enry, 
kalred and all uncharitable/ms. 

Formerly, when the intercourse among the people of different na- 
tions was much more llu.-ted and unfrequent than it now is, individual 
masons, who might fall among strangers and be in distress, might de- 
rive some benefit from masonry. But, in the present state of the 
world, its usefulness in this respect is superseded. Now, there is 
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scarcely a spot on the face of the globe which an American is likely 
to vist* where he will not, probably, find some of his countrymen, if 
aotTsome of bis acquaintances. 

. If, then, there are no useful or desirable objects which will be 
lost by relinquishing the institution, what good reason can there be 
for continuing it? We are not able to conceive of any. Nay, we 
felt persuaded that candid and liberal minded masons view the sub- 
ject in the same light, and will readily consent that the institution 
shall now be discontinued, unless they allow themslves (as we are all 
to liable to do,) to be misled by their own feelings. 

,We have beard some masons say that they would very willingly, 
aider present circumstances, give up masonry; but that they do not 
choose to be driven into the measure by their enemies. There could 
not possibly be a greater mistake than this. It is far from the wish- 
es of their enemies to drive them to give up masonry: it is the con- 
trary way they wish to drive them. . When the masons, during the 
hue examinations, came forward with a readiness and frankness which 
did them credit, and made a full disclosure of all their masonic obli- 
gations, there were some among their enemies who were evidently, 
not only disappointed, but discomfited. It has long been confidently 
assorted and believed, that they would refuse to disclose their obli- 
gations. And it was hoped that they would so refuse; because they 
Would thereby give countenance to the accusations of having sub- 
jected themselves to obligations in the highest degree criminal. Can 
it be possible that discerning masons can fail to perceive, that the 
thing which of all others their enemies most dread, is the discontin- 
uance of the masonic institutions, upon the continuance of which their 
hopes of political success are wholly built. We can add nothing to what 
we have already said upon this subject. We do hope that the masons 
will not fall into the snare that is laid for them; will not allow them- 
selves to be so operated upon and speculated upon, as to be with- 
held and prevented from complying with the wishes of the great body 
of their fellow citizens, and of ail their best friends and well wishers, 
Slid by so acting, to gratify the wishes and promote the designs of 
their worst enemies, as would njost assuredly be .the case. 

Surely the masons can entertain no resentments towards the rest 
of their fellow-citizens. They have no .just cause for complaint even 
against those political antimasons, who, uelieviDg that political means 
*ad measures as necessary to effect the dissolution of the masonic 
associations, are using all their exertions to effect that object by 
those means. However strong may be their sense of injury, and 
their feelings of resentment, masons ought, at least, so far to com- 
mand those feelings as to keep it in their power to judge of others 
with some degree of candor. And if they do this, they cannot fail 
to see and acknowledge that it is by no means without cause, that 
their fellow-citizens now manifest towards the masonic institution so 
strong and decided a hostility, as they do. Let them recollect the 
liberality and confidence which has been heretofore shown to them. 
The community witnessed the pomps and parades, and heard the 
high sounding titles of masonry, and were not moved to suspicion* 
^hety manifested no wish to inquire into the mysteries of the institu- 
tion, and tooJt no notice of the accounts given by Barruel and Robin- 
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ion of the horrible conspiracies of the German and French secret fn- 1 
ternities, which claimed, at least, an alliance faith the masonic frater- 
nities in those countries. All this confidence heretofore reposed is 
masons, shows very clearly that the community do not now indulge 
in jealousies and suspicions of the masonic institutions without good 
cause. 

But the fact that there is ample ground for those jealousies ttd 
suspicions is but too manifest without the aid of argument. The trans- 
actions in the western parts of New-York, were surely quite suffio- 
ient to exftite universal alarm and suspicion as well as abhorrence ud 
indignation. True, Upright and humane men who abhor those train- ; 
actions as much as any of their fellow citizens can do, ought not to. j 
be held responsible for them because they happen to be masons, i 
Very true; but is not masonry answerable for them? 

Those crimes were committed by masons; avowedly in the catuo ; 
of masonry; and, as the perpetrators believed, in accordance withtho 
principles of masonry. True; The genuine principles of masoniy 
give no countenance to such crimes. They inculcate the perforin* 
ance of every duty — religious, moral, civil and social. We hflievo 
it : but those misguided and guilty men understood those principle ' 
differently, and believed themselves justified, nay bound, by themto j 
do what they did. Ought good men and good citizens, without aijr 
real necessity or strong inducement, to countenance and continue n ’ 
establishment which can possibly be so misconstrued and abused? 
What has taken place may take place again. There is no improh* 
bility in the supposition that the same tragic scenes may be reacted. 
Should they be so; will those who may be the means of perpetuating 
an institution which can be so perverted: — will they feel perfectly 
satisfied with themselves? 

It has been observed that even the institutions of religion have bena 
corrupted and perverted to criminal purposes. The fact — to th 
disgrace as well as the misfortune of mankind — is too true; but it 
furnishes no argument in favor of the. masonic institutions. What 
would men be without religion; — forlorn and wretched, as well as da- 

E raved. It will not be said that they would be any the worse or lw 
appy if masonry was abolished. 

Before the masons themselves disclosed the obligations which they 
take, they had no right to complain that those obligations were 
represented by seceding masons who had taken them. The public 
bad no other evidence before them, And now, when the oaths which 
they really do take are disclosed, let us ask the masons if there lie 
not many things about them highly objectionable. It is wrong, wt 
think, that they should take oaths at all. If it is not illegal t© domv 
it is certainly improper; as it sets a bad example, and tends to lesM> 
the solemnity which ought ever to be felt when an oath is taken. 

The old forms of the oaths which are still adhered to are extreum* 
ly improper. It is true that the construction which the masons pa* 
upon them in this state renders them harmless, but that is by no mein* 
the natural construction of the language itself. The oaths taken by 
themselves, without being corrected and controlled by the address** 
and charges are, according to the terms of them, clearly crimim^ 
And can it be proper to taxe obligations the different parts of whfeb 
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re in direct collision with and contradiction to each other, and yet 
16 whole to be sworn to. 

But it is an insurmountable objection to those oaths, that they are 
able to a construction which renders them in the highest degree 
riminal and dangerous; and that such a construction has actually 
een put upon them by masons, and has been productive of the most 
readful consequences. 

The transactions in the western part of New-York have led sober 
sinded men into a train of reflections which ought not to be treated 
ightly by masons. There must have been great numbers of persons 
rom different quarters concerned in those transactions. The fact 
.peaks for itself. They would not have been undertaken, and could 
lot have been carried through, without the present aid and agency 
)f many, and the countenance and approbation of more. And that 
luch was the fact has been fully proved. It is but a fair inference 
that what was going on was not unknown to the masonic bodies gen- 
erally, in that part of the state at least. What reason, indeed, is 
there for supposing that the actors and plotters in it would wibli to 
conceal it from their brethren? During the examinations here it was 
stated by masons that it was the practice of masonic bodies in one 
state to communicate to those of other states all cases of the expul- 
sion of members. It was also stated, that no communication had 
keen made to our lodges or chapters by any masonic body in New- 
York of any expulsion on account of the Morgan affair, or of any ex- 
amination having been made into that transaction. It cannot be 
doubted that the lodges and chapters in that part of the State hadHt 
fully in their power to have detected and brought to justice many of 
the criminals concerned in the abduction of Morgan, if not those con- 
cerned in his murder. And yet we do not find that they have even 
expelled a single member, or made any manner of enquiry about 
them. Can it be denied that by such conduct those lodges and chap- 
ters have implicated themselves in the guilt of those transactions, and 
made themselves responsible for it. And not they alone are impli- 
cated. The higher masonic authorities to whom they are subordinate 
and accountable, are equally implicated and responsible. 

It was testified by Mr. M. Richardson that he was present in the 
general grand royal arch chapter in New-York when the news of the- 
abduction of Morgan was brought and communicated in that body* 
to the late Gov. Clinton, who presided; and that he the next day ad- 
vertised a reward of fifteen hundred dollars for the apprehension of 
the culprits, which, Mr. R. said, was thought sufficient. But was it 
sufficient^ Gov. Clinton acted as chief magistrate of the State, not 
U bead of the masonic chapter. The criminals were masons, and 
numbers of masonic bodies subordinate to the body then in session. 
The crime had been committed in the name of masonry; and, as the 
perpetrators contended, under masonic authority. Yet it does not 
Appear that any notice whatever was taken of it by that body. 

If masonry is pure in its original principles; if in this state it has 
keen, so far, preserved in its purity, is not now the time to discontin- 
ue it, before it shall have become corrupted, as it has been elsewhere? 

it was acknowledged by the late Gov. Clinton, the head of raason- 
J y in the United States, that the masonic institutions had been per- 
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verted to political uses. If this was the case before the exisle 
the opposing political antimasonic parties, will not those instil 
inevitably become organised political bodies throughout the co 
In this state it has as yet never been so perverted; but can it 
bly escape the general contagion? 

The incessant exertions of speculative antimasons to prod 
makes such an event but too probable. Are masons here pr< 
for such a change in their institution, or to take upon themseh 
responsibility which it will impose; or expose themselves to tl 
sequences that w ould ensue to all of them, if a part only were 
of this. or any other misconduct. We would not impute to rr 
or make them responsible for the contentions and mischief tha 
casioned by designing men, for political or sinister purposes 
they certainly owe it to themselves to inquire if it would be c 
ent with the elevated character they sustain, for them to ref 
put a stop to the evils referred to, since they alone can do it, 
linquishing the institution which has caused them. 

It is supposed by some that a discontinuance of the masonic 
tutions would not have the effect expected from such a meai 
that the cry would still be kept up. This would no doubt b< 
with those .who wish to prevent their discontinuance — but 
would have an effect immediately, and in a short time complel 
cess. A great proportion of antimasons are honest and wo 
satisfied. 

There is another important consideration and one that en 
the propriety of the course we recommend, — that masons 
State have not in any instance been misled by the improper infi 
which the terms of their obligations suggest to the mind; but 
acted from a construction of them consistent with the original ] 
pies of masonry, and with all their duties as citizens. This fa 
prevent their adversaries, if they are so disposed, from allegic 
the surrender of masonry by masons, implies any confession by 
'that it is now (or ever has been here) understood or practised 
in a way which is detrimental to society — by its surrender they 
no more, than is every day admitted by masons individually, 1 
has ceased to be useful. Under such circumstances, we shoi 
injustice to the masons, to their intelligence, their regard for the 
oi society and even to their patriotism, to doubt their willingn 
discontinue an institution, which is liable to be, as it already ha 
perverted to the worst purposes, and is a source of alarm to 
of our best citizens. 

It is not possible for masons to feel indifferent to the cons 
lions which we have here suggested: they fill too large a spi 
community — are too deeply -interested in its .welfare, and fe 
much respect for the opinions and wishes of their fellow-citize 
allow them to hesitate. 

This committee cannot but come to the conclusion that the n 
owe it to the community, to themselves, and to sound prim 
now to discontinue the masonic institutions. 


B. HAZARD, 1 

JAMES F. SIMMONS, 1 

LEVI HAILE, { 

STEPHEN B. CORNELL.; 


Commit 
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A 

To the candidate. — “ Before we can proceed to give you the secrets of free- 
masonry it will be necessary for you to take an oath or obligation, such as all 
masons bare taken before you, whereby you will bind yourself to keep inviola- 
We all the secrets that may be communicated to you. This obligation is not 
intended to interfere with your religious or political opinions." And some- 
times the form is changed, and put in this manner: “ this obligation is not in- 
tended to interfere with your duty to yourself, your neighbor, your country, or 
your God." “Have you any objection to taking such an obligation ?" To 
the candidate, who has no objection, the following obligations are administered: 

Obligation of Entered Apprentice. — “ I — * — , of my own 

free will and accord, and in the presence of Almighty God, and this right wor- 
ftbipfol lodge, erected to Him and dedicated to St. John, do hereby and here- 
on (that is, on the Holy Bible, Square and Compass,) solemnly and sincerely 
promise and swear (or affirm) that I will always bail, forever conceal, and 
tierer reveal*, any of the secret arts, parts or points of the mysteries of free- 
masonry, to any person under the canopy of heaven, except it shall be to a 
true and lawful mason, or within the body of a just and regular lodge of such; 
tod not unto him or them until after due trial, strict examination, or by the 
lawful information of a brother, I shall have found him or them as justly and * 
lawfully entitled to the same as I am myself. 

I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will not write, print, 
out, carve, paint, stain, or engrave them, or cause the same to be done by oth- 
ers, upon any thing movable or immovable, whereby the least letter, figure or 
Airacter may become legible or intelligible, so that the secrets of the craft 
*7 at any time be unlawfully obtained. 

All this I promise and swear (or affirm) with a fixed and steady purpose of 
aauid in me to perform the same, without any equivocation, mental reservation, 
W ifcret evasion of mind in me whatever — binding myself under no less pen- 
alty than that of having my throat cut across from ear to ear, my tongue 
wh out by its roots, and that buried in the rough sand of the sea, at low wa- 
ter mark, where the tide ebbs and flows twice in twenty-four hours. So help 
fct God, and keep me steadfast in the performance of this my Entered Ap- 
petice’s oath or obligation." 

The explanation given by masons of this penalty is, “ that I would rather 
We or sooner have, my throat cut, &.c. than to reveal," &c. And there is 
^article in the by-laws of the lodge in Providence, which provides “ that if 
member shall disclose any of the transactions of the body, to the disad- 
^tage of the craft," #c. “ he shall be admonished," or “ expelled.” • (See 
I5tb article of the by-laws of St. John’s Lodge, and the 14th of Mount Ver- 
Lodge.) 

Fellow Craft’s Obligation.— I, , of my own free will and 

and u|the presence of Almighty God, and this right worshipful lodge 
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of Fellow Crafts, erected to God and dedicaledjlo St. John, do hereby and 
hereon, in addition to my dormer obligation, solemnly and sincerely promise 
and swear (or affirm) that I will alwayshail, forever conceal, and never re- 
veal, any of the secret mysteries of freemasonry, appertaining to the degree ol 
Fellow Craft, to any person under ,the canopy of heaven, unless it shall be to 
a true and lawful fellow craft, or within the body of a just and regular lodge ol 
such; and not unto him or them until after due trial, strict examination, orbj 
the lawful information of a fellow craft, I shall have found him or them to bt 
as justly and lawfully entitled to the same as I am myself. 

I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will aid and. assist all 
worthy distressed fellow crafts, so far as I can do it without injury to myself, 

I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will answer all lawW 
signs or tokens, which may be given or sent unto me from a true and lawful 
fellow craft, or from the body of a just and lawful lodge of such, if within tbf 
first angle or square of my work. 

All this I promise and swear (or affirm) with a firm and fixed resolution tc 
perform the same — binding myself under no less penalty than that of havint 
jny left breast torn open, my heart taken from thence and given as a prey b 
the beasts of the field and fowls of the air. So help me God, and keep am 
steadfast in the performance of this my fellow crafts’ oath or obligation.” 

The words, u if within the first angle or square of my work,” are under 
stood to have an allusion to operative masonry, and to mean a straight list 
from one corner of a building to another. 

Master Mason’s Obligation. — “ I, , of my own free wil 

^nd accord, -and in the presence of Almighty God, and this right worship 
lodge of -master masons, erected to Him and dedicated to St. John, dohereb 
and hereon, in addition to my former obligations, solemnly and sincereh 
promise and swear (or affirm) that I will always hail, forever conceal, as 
never reveal, any of the secret mysteries of freemasonry, appertaining to th 
degree of master mason, to any person under the canopy of heaven, except i 
shall be to a true and lawful master mason, or within the body of a just to 
regular lodge of such; and not unto him or them until after due trial, stru 
examination, or by the lawful information of a* master mason, I shall hav 
found him or them to be as justly and lawfully entitled to the same as I tJ 
myself. 

1st. I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will answer all law 
ful signs and summonses, which may be given or sent unto me from atrueaa 
lawful master mason, or from the body of a just and lawful lodge of such, : 
within the length of my cable tow. 

£d. That I will aid and assist all worthy distressed master masons, tbei 
widows and orphans, so far as I can do it without injury to myself or family* 

3d. That I will keep h brother’s secrets as my own, when committed t 
me in charge as such, murder and treason excepted. 

4th. That I will abide by and support the by-laws of the lodge of which 
may become a member, the constitution of the grand lodge under which tk 
same is holden, and the general regulations of masonry. 

5th. I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will not be attb 
making of a woman a mason, a young man under age, an old man in dotig* 
an atheist, mad man, or a fool, knowing them to be such. 

6th. That I will not wrong a brother, or deprive him of his good name) • 
suffer it to be done by others, if in ray power to prevent it; but will appfl* 
him of all approaching danger, so far as it shall come to my knowledge. 

7th. That 1 will not violate the chastity of a brother’s wife, daughter, lb 
ter or mother, knowing them to be such. 

8th. That I will not give the master mason’p word except on the fivepoW 

* » 
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of fellowship, and not then above my breath, unless absolute necessity shall 
require it: 

All this I promise and swear (or affirm) with a firm and fixed resolution to 
perform the same — binding myself under no less penalty than that of having 
my body severed in two, my bowels taken out and burnt to ashes, and those 
ashes scattered in the four winds of heaven — my body quartered, and dispers- 
ed towards the four cardinal points of the universe, so that there should be no 
more remembrance had of me among men or masons forever. 

So help me God, and keep me steadfast in the performance of this my mas- 
ter mason’s oath or obligation. ” 

Succeeding each obligation a charge is given, which may be found in Webb’s 
Monitor, and which explains the duty of a mason under the obligation. The 
Monitor is used as a book of reference by masons, and is always depended 
on for correct information respecting the seven first degrees. 

B 

Mark Master’s Obligation*. — I — ■ — , of my own free will and 

accord, and in the presence of Almighty God, and this lodge of mark master v 
masong", erected to him, and dedicated to St. John, do hereby and hereon, in 
addition to my former obligations, solemnly and sincerely promise and swear 
(or affirm) that, I will always hail, forever conceal, and never reveal any of tho 
•ecret arts, parts or points of the mysteries of freemasonry appertaining to the 
degree of a mark master, to any person under the canopy of Heaven^ except 
it shall be to a true and lawful mark master mason, or within the body of a 
regularly constituted lodge of such, and not unto him or them, until after due 
ten! strict examination, or by the lawful information of a mark master, I shall 
have found him or them to be as justly and lawfully entitled to the same as I 
am tnyself. 

I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will answer all lawful 
•igns and summons which may be given or sent unto me from a true and law- 
fill mark master mason, or from a regularly constituted lodge of such, if within 
the length of my cable tow. 

2d. That J will aid and assist all worthy distressed mark master masons, 
their widows and orphans, so far as I can do it without injury to myself or 
Amily. 

3d. That I will not pledge my mark a second time without redeeming it 
the first, neither will I receive a brother’s mark in pledge without granting 
him his request if in my power, if not I will return him^iis mark with the value 
thereof, which is one quarter of a dollar. 

4th. That I will not alter my mark nor suffer it to be done by others, if in 
mj power to prevent it, after it has been once recorded on the lodge book 
»pt for that purpose. 

5th. That I will abide by and support the by-laws of the mark lodge, of 
which I may become a member, the constitution of the general, and state 
pind chapters under which the same is holden, and the general regulations 
of masonry. , 

All this I promise and swear (or affirm) with a fixed and steady purpose of 
fli&d to perform the same, without any equivocation, mental reservation, op 
kcret evasion of mind in me whatever — binding myself under no less penalty, 
ftan that of having my right ear smote off, so as not to be able to hear the 
Word, my right hand struck off, so as not to be able to give. the sign, so help 
®*God, and keep me steadfast to perform this my mark master’s obligation. 

Past Master’s Obligation*. — I , of my own free will and ac- 

*Jfd, and in the presence of Almighty God, and this lodge of past Master 
erected to Him, and dedicated to St, John, do hereby and hereon, * n 
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addition to my former obligations, solemnly and sincerely promise and swt 
(or affirm) that I will always bail, forever conceal, and never reveal, any 
the secret arts, parts or points of the mysteries of freemasonry appertainii 
to the degree of a past master, to any person under the canopy of Heave 
except it shall be to a true and lawful past master, or within the body of 
regularly constituted lodge of such, and not unto him or them until after d 
trial, strict examination or by the lawful information of a past master I sha 
have found him or them to be as justly and lawfully entitled to the same i 
I Jim myself. 

I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will answer all law! 
signs and summonses which may be given or sent unto me from a true and lai 
fell brother of this degree, or from a regularly constituted lodge of such, 
within the length of my cable tow* 

2d. That I will aid and assist all worthy distressed past masters, their w 
dows and orphans, so far as I can do it without injury to myself or v family. 

3d. That I will not, rule nor govern the lodge over which I may be t| 
pointed to preside, in an arbitrary or illegal manner, but agreeably to the b] 
laws adopted by a majority of the members for the government of the same. 

4th. That I will abide' by and support the by-laws of the lodge of which 
may become a member, the constitution of the general, and state grand cha] 
ters under which the same is holden, and the general regulations of masonry 

All this I promise and swear (or affirm) with a firm and fixed purpose < 
mind to perform the same, without any equivocation, mental reservation* 
secret evasion of mind in me whatever, binding myself under no less pensll 
than that of having my tongue cleave to the roof of my mouth so as not to l 
able to give the word, so help me God and keep me steadfast to perform th 
my past master mason’s oath or obligations. 

Most Excellent Master’s Obligation — I of my ov 

free will and accord, and in the presence of Almighty God, and this lodge 

st excellent masters, erected to Him, and dedicated to St. John, do beret 
and hereon, in addition to my forlner obligations, solemnly and sincerely proa 
ise and swear (or affirm) that I will always hail, forever conceal, and, new 
reveal, any of the secret arts, parts or points of the mysteries of freemasonr] 
appertaining to the degree of a most excellent master, to any person und< 
the canopy of heaven, except it shall be to a true and lawful most excellei 
master, or within the body of a regularly constitued lodge of such, and not ti 
to him pr them, until after due trial, strict examination, or by the lawful b 
formation of a most excellent master, I shall have found him or them to be i 
justly, and lawfully entitled to the same as I am myself. 

T furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will answer all lawf 
signs and summonses, which may be given or sent unto me, from a true and lav 
ful most excellent master, or from a regularly constituted lodge of such) 
within the length of my cable tow. t 

2d. That I will aid and assist all worthy distressed most excellent masten 
their widows and orphans, so far as I can do it without injury to myself < 
family. 

3d. Thai I will not derogate from the name now about to he conferred npo 
me, being that of a most excellent master. 

4th. That I will not open and close a lodge, over which I may be appoints 
to preside, without first working a lecture, or a section of a lecture. 

5th. That I will abide by and support the by-laws* of the most exteBtf 
masters lodge of which I may become a member, the constitution of the gear 
ral, and state grand chapters, under which the same is holden, and the gel 
•ral regulations of masonry. 

Ail this I promise and swear (or affirm) with a fixed and steady purpose* 
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Bind to perform the same, without an y equivocation, mental reservation, or 
secret evasion of mind in me whatever, binding myself under no less penalty, 
than that of having my flesh torn from tny ribs, and my body exposed to rolf - 
on a dunghill, so help me God, and keep me steadfast to perform this my 
most excellent master’s obligation. 

Royal Arch Mason’s Obligation.— I , of my own free will 

and accord, and in the presence of Almighty God, and this chapte'r of royal 
arch masons, erected to Him, and dedicated to king Solomon, do hereby and 
hereon, in addition to my former obligations, solemnly and sincerely promise 
and swear, (nr affirm) that I will always hail, forever conceal, and never re* 
veal, any of the secret arts, parts or points of the mysteries of freemasonry, 
appertaining to the degree of royal arch masonry, to any person under the. 
canopy of heaven, except it shall be to a true and lawful royal arch mason, or 
within the body of a regularly constituted chapter of such; and not unto him 
or them until after due trial, strict examination, or by the lawful inftfmation 
of a companion, 1 shall have found him or them to be as justly and awfully 
entitled to the same as I am myself. 

1st. I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will answer all law* 
ful signs and summonses, which may be given or sent unto me from a true”and 
lawful companion, or from the body of a regularly constituted chapter of such, 
if within the length of my. cable tow. 

2d. That I will aid and assist all worthy distressed royal arch masons, 
their widows and orphans, so far as I can do it without injury to myself or 
family. 

.. 3d. That I will not be present at the opening of a chapter of royal arch 
Basons, unless there shall be present nine regular royal arch masons 

4th. That I will not be present at conferring the degree of royal areh ma- 
sonry upon any one who has not, according to the best of my knowledge and 
belief, regularly received all the preceding degrees, viz: entered apprentice, 
fellow craft, master mason, mark master, past master, and most excellent 
Baster — and not then unless he is deemed a worthy man. 

6th. That I will not shed the blood of a royal arch mason unlawfully, know- 
ing him to be such. 

6th. That I will not reveal the key to the mysterious characters of royal 
arch masonry to any person under the canopy of heaven, except it be to a true 
and lawful royal arch mason, or within the body of a regularly constituted 
chapter of such. 

7th. That I will not give the grand royal arch word in any other manner, 
except that in which I may receive it. 

6th. That I will abide by and support the by-laws of the chapter of which I 
Bay become a member, the constitution of the general, and state grand chap- 
ters, under which the same is holden, and the general regulations of masonry. 

All this I promise and swear (or affirm) with a fixed and steady purpose of 
Bind to perform the same, without any equivocation, mental reservation, or 
Beret evasion of mind in me whatever, binding myself under no less penalty 
than that of having my seull smote off and my brains exposed to the scorching 
rays of the sun. So help me God, and keep me steadfast in performing this 
By royal arch mason’s oath or obligation. 

C 

Obligation op the degree or Knights op the Red Cross. — I — 
- , of my own free will and accord, and in the presence of the Supremo 
Architect of the universe and these companions, do hereby 4nd hereon, most 
triemalj aad sincerely promise and swear — that I will always hail, forever 
"Meal and never reveal any of the mysteries appertaining to the degree of 
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Knight* of the Red Cross, to any person under the canopy of heaven, except 
it be to a true and lawful Knight of the Red Cross, or in the body of a just 
and lawful council of the order. 

I furthermore promise and swear, that I will answer and obey all lawful 
^gns and summonses given or sent to me from a regular council of Knights of 
the Red Cross, or given me by the hand of a brother Sir Knight, if within 
the distance of forty miles, natural infirmities and unavoidable accidents only 
excusing me. 

I furthermore promise and swear, that, I will not be at the opening of a 
council of Knights of the red cross, except there shall be present five regular 
members of the order, or three knights of the red cross, being also knights 
templars and hailing from three different commanderies, with a warrant or 
charter empowering them to work. I furthermore promise and swear, that I 
will not be present at the conferring of the degree of knights of the red cross, 
upon arug person who has not according to the best of my knowledge, receiv- 
ed all K preceding degrees viz. entered apprentice, fellow crafts, mark mas- 
ter, &c. f 

I furthermore promise and swear, that I will vindicate ,tbe character of a 
worthy sir knight, when wrongfully traduced and will assist him on all lawful 
occasions with my purse, counsel and sword, so far as truth, justice and hon- 
our may warrant. I furthermore promise and swear that I will abide by and 
support the by-laws of the council of which I may become a member, the con- 
stitution of the general grand and state encampments and the general regula- 
tions of knighthood. All this I promise and swear, with a fixed and steady 
purpose of mind to perform the same, binding myself under no less penalty * 
than that my bouse may be pulled dywn and timber taken from thence, and 
being set up, I may be hanged thereon. And until the last trump shall sound 
I may be excluded from the society of all courteous sir knights of the red 
cross, should I wilfully or intentionally violate ,this obligation. So help me 
God and keep me steadfast to perform the same. 

Knights Templars Obligation. — I , of my own free will and 

accord and in the presence of the Supreme Architect of the universe and 
these sir knights present, do hereby and hereon, most solemnly and sincerely 
promise and swear, that I will forever keep and conceal and never re- 
veal any of the mysteries appertaining to the orders of Knights Tem- 
plars and Knights of Malta of the order of St. John at Jerusalem, to any 
person under the canopy of heaven, except it be to a true and lawful sir I 
knight of these orders, or in the body of a just and regular constituted en- 
campment. I furthermore promise and swear that I will answer and obey 
all lawful signs or summonses, given or sent ui^to me from a true courteous sir 
knight, or from the body of a just and regular constituted encampment. 

1 furthermore promise and swear that I will aid and assist all worthy 
knights templars, their widows and orphans, so far as the same can be done 
without injury to myself or family. 

I furthermore promise and swear that I will not be at the opening of any 
regular constituted encampment unless there shall be present seven regular 
members of the order, nor will be at the opening of any new encampment un- 
less there shall be present seven regular knights templars or three sir knight* 
bailing from three different commanderies, with a warrant or charter .from 
some regular grand encampment empowering them to work. 

I furthermore promise and swear that I will not be present at conferring 
the order of knights templars upon any person who has not, according to th« 
best of my knowledge and belief received all the preceding degrees. 

I furthermore promise and swear that I will travel forty miles barefoot on 
frozen ground to relieve the necessities of a worthy knight templar, should f 



e convinced his situation required it and I have no other way of communieat- 
ig to his relief. 

I furthermore promise and swear that I will wield my sword in defence of 
mocent maidens, destitute widows, helpless orphans and the christianreligion. 
I furthermore promise and swear that I will abide by and support the by- 
iws of the encampment of which I may become a member, the constitution of 
le general and state grand encampments under which the same is holden 
nd the general regulations of knighthood. 

All this I promise and swear with a fixed and steady purpose of mind to 
erform the same, binding myself under no less penalty than that my head 
lay be stricken off and placed on the highest spire in Christendom. So help 
le God and keep me steadfast to perform this obligation. 

Select Master’s Obligation.. — I , in the presence of this 

ouncil of Select Masters, erected to God and dedicated to King Solomon, 
o solemnly and sincerely promise and swear, — 

1. That I will stand to and abide by all the laws, rules and regulations of 
le council of select masters of which I may become a member, and ever main- 
lin the general regulations of the order. 

2. I further promise and swear that I will answer all due signs and sum- 
monses given or sent unto me from a true and lawful select master or from 
ie body of a just and regular council of such. 

3. That I will not assent to nor confer the degree of select master upon 
ny one except he is a royal arch mason and has taken all the preceding de- 
rees, and has also been admitted a royal master in a regular council. 

4. That I will not enter the 9th arch without permission of the three grand 
lasters; — neither will I penetrate beyond the one in which I am employed. 

All this I promise and swear, withou? any equivocation, Rental reserva- 
on, or secret evasion of mind in me whatever. Binding myself under no less 
enalty than that of having my eyes torn from their sockets, my hands chop- 
ed off to the stumps, my body quartered and thrown among the rubbish of the 
smple. So help me God and keep me steadfast to perform this my select 
tester’s obligation. 

Royal Master’s Obligation. — I , of my own free will and 

ccord, and in the presence of Almighty God and this right worshipful council 
f Royal Masters, erected to God and dedicated to king Solomon, do hereby 
nd hereon most solemnly and sincerely promise and swear, — 

1. That I will keep and conceal all the mysteries appertaining to the de- 
ree of royal master and will not reveal the same, except it be to a true aud 
iwful companion of that order, or in a just and regular constituted council of 
nch. 

2.1 further promise and swear, that I will not be at the opening of a coun- 
of royal masters unless there be seven members of that degree present. 

3. That I will not be present at conferring the degree of royal master upon 
ay one who has not, according to the best of my knowledge and belief regu- 
rly received the preceding degrees of entered apprentice, fellow craft, mas- 
r mason, mark master, past master and most excellent master, and been 
malted to the sublime degree of royal arch masonry. 

4. That I will abide by and support the by-laws of the council of which I 
ay become a member and the general regulations of the order. 

5. That I will not give the words, grips and signs of this degree in any 
her manner than that in which I may receive them. 

All this I promise and swear, with a firm and fixed resolution t$ perform the 
•tne; — binding myself under the penalties of my preceding obligations, with 
is addition — -that I would sooner be buried alive, and my memory forgotten 
Oong the craft. So help me God and keep me steadfast to perform the same. 
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STANDING INTERROGATORIES BY THE COMMITTEE. 

1st. Are you or bare you been a freemason; if so, how many degrees is 
masonry bare you taken, by what lodge or chapter were you admitted, and ai | 
what time ? 

2d. Before or at the time of your taking each of those degrees, was an oath 
or obligation administered to you ? 

3d. Upon each occasion before administering such obligation to you, did 
the master or other mason administering the same, say to you, that nothing 
therein contained was to be considered in any manner as interfering with yoor 
religious or political opinions, or with the duty you owed to your Maker or your 
country ? 

4th. Can yon repeat the several obligations administered to you; if so, 
what was the first or entered apprentices’ oath ? Please to repeat said oaths 
in their order. Please to attend while the forms of the several oaths for the 
'degrees you took are read to you from this book, (Allyn’s Ritual, Boston edi- 
tion, 1831) and point out any variations you shall find in theta from the sev- 
eral oaths you took. Please explain the meaning of these several oaths ai 
you understand them, and as they are understood in your lodge. Did you ever 
know a lodge or chapter refuse to administer the affirmation instead of the 
oath, when the candidate preferred taking the former? Did you ever know the 
affirmation administered? , 

5th. At your initiation into each degree was a charge given to you by the 
presiding officer, and were those charges the same as those contained is 
Webb’s Monitor? What are the variations, if any? Did you consider those 
charges binding? 

6th. Before the several oaths wete delivered to you, bad you endeavored 
4o ascertain as far as possible what you probably would be required to swear to? 

• 7th. When taking the oaths did you strictly and seriously attend to then, 
nod use your best endeavors to comprehend their true meaning, and what were 
ihe obligations you were about to fake upon yourself? 

8th. Did you at the time understand the oaths you took, or were you tbei 
-satisfied that you did? had you any doubts? did you make any enquiry as to 
the meaning of them before or at the time of swearing, or immediately after? 

9th. Did you reflect, after yon bad taken each oath, upon the nature, ex- 
tent and force of it? And upon reflection were you satisfied, or if not satisfied, 
«did you complain or express your scruples to the lodge ? 

10th.. When you took the several oaths, was it your understanding that yox 
thereby, as far as you could, gave jurisdiction or authority to the lodge to exe- 
cute upon you the penalties expressed in said oaths severally; that is, to taks 
jour life in the manner expressed in said oaths respectively: and did you con- 
aider that ypurself, as a member of the lodge, was to share in the same power 
mnd jurisdiction over others^; 

11th. What do you consider the secrets and mysteries of masonry to b«* 
Do you know of any pthers than those disclosed in Bernard’s Light on M*' 
aonry or Allyn’s Ritual? 

12th. Are the constitution and by-laws of lodges printed and published? 
Are there any secret by-laws? Has a lodge any book of records or otb®* 
book containing any secrets? 

13th. Do you know of any other oaths or obligations than those you ha^ e 
specified. 

14th. Wfrm you took the oaths, did you consider any of them incompatib? e 
with your religious, moral, social or civil obligations? What do yoaconsid^ 1 
to be the objects of masonry ? 

15th. Are you an adhering or seceding mason, if a secedsr, when did j°* 
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secede, in what manner and on what account? Are you an antimason? if so, 
are you a political antimason ? Are you one of those, who hare resolved and 
declared themselves to be a political party ? 

16th. Did you ever hear the subject of the nature and extent of the penal- 
ties of Masonic oaths discussed in any lodge? 

17th. Did you ever hear it asserted in any lodge that said lodge had power 
to indict upon any member, for any offence whatever, any higher punishment 
than expulsion? Did you ever hear of any being inflicted? 

18th. Do not the principles of masonry forbid the discussion of religious or 
political subjects in lodges? 

19fh. Did you ever know any lodge to combine, or to take any measures to 
support a mason, or other particular candidate for any office? 

20th. Did you ever consider or believe that anything in the obligations y6u 
took bound you, as a freeman, to vote for a mason for any office, in preference 
to a better man, not a mason? If you did, what part of your obligations do 
you refer to, and did you ever vote for one you least liked and thought least 
qualified, because a mason, in preference to a better man of your own political 
sentiments? If you had a vote to give, or favor to confer upon an individual, 
should you or should you not prefer a brother mason to one not a mason, his 
claims, qualifications and merits being in all other respects equal? 

21st. Did you believe that your masonic oaths bound you to favor a mason 
at the expense and to the injury of others of your fellow-citizens? Did you ev- 
er yourself practice upon such a construction of your masonic oaths? 

22d. Did you ever know the grand hailing sign of masons given in any 
court, to any judge, juror or officer? Did you ever know any judge, juror or 
officer to practice upon such a construction of the oaths? 

23d. If on any occasion your masonic obligations had come in direct con- 
flict with your religious, or yout 4 moral, or your social obligations — with your 
duty to your Maker or to your country, or to your fellow-citizens, which ob* 
ligation should you have considered paramount or of most binding effect, and 
which should you have obeyed, your masonic, or your religioos, moral and so-' 
cial obligations? 

24th. What do you understand tobp>the objects of masonrj? 

25th. Have you frequented or visited lodges in other states; if so, to what 
extent; and are their masonic practices, ceremonies, signs and works the 
same or similar to those of the lodges in this State ? 

26th. Is there a chain of connection or communication between the lodges, 
grand lodge, or higher orders of masonry in this State and those in. others of 
the United States; and do the whole lodges, or grand locoes, or higher or- 
ders in the states, form one masonic community or order/under one head or 
ehief, called the Grand High Priest of the United Stated of what nature is 
that connection ? Is there a connection between the flight masonic, orders 6r 
powers in this country and those of any or all of the Eurpean states? If so,* 
please state what that connection is, and how kept up: Q what nature is the 
intercourse between them, and how carried on? Are all fee masonic fraterni- 
ties in this country and Europe, or any part of Europe/ subject to one com- 
mon head or power? Please to state minutely aud fullfell you know of any 
®uch masonic connection, intercourse, subordination andfovernment. . Dp yoii 
know at what times and in what country or countries higher degrees in 
masonry, from royal arch upwards, and inclusive of r^al arch, originated, 
*ben they were introduced into this country, and whefinto this State? If so, 
please to state particularly. 

27th. Is it the custom of lodges when a member fexpelled t<*give notice 
hereof to other lodges in other states ? . I 

28th. Has your lodge, chapter or encampment evq received any communi- 

2 
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cation from any lodge in the State of New-York, notifying it of the ex- 
pulsion of any member on account of his having been concerned in the abduc- 
tion, or in the murder of Wm. Morgan? Have you heard of any such commu- 
nication having been made to any other lodge, chapter or encampment in this 
State or in any other State ? If so, what was the character of that communi- 
cation? 

29th. When the expulsion of a member is communicated from one lodge to 
others, what is the order taken thereon. 

30th. Has any lodge, or chapter, or encampment in this State, to your 
knowledge, received any communication from any lodge, chapter or order, of 
masonry in New-York, upon the subject of the abduction or killing of Morgas; 
and if so, what was the purport of such communication? v 

3 1st* Is it not according to masonic usage, that any mason not an unwor- 
thy one, shall be at all times freely received in every lodge as a visiting 
"brother? 2d. When any mason or masons in other states, especially if con- 
spicuous ones, are found to have been guilty of any great crimes, is it not usu- 
al for lodges to pass some resolution to guard against the intrusion of such 
guilty masons ? 

$2d. Has your lodge, chapter, eneampment, or any other lodge or masonic 
body, to your knowledge, passed any resolution disapproving the conduct of 
those masons who were concerned in the Morgan business, or any vote forbid- 
ding the reception of any of those guilty masons in any such lodge or masonic 
body? | 

33d. Have you ever heard a mason of respectable standing in society, jus- 
tify or palliate the abduction or killing of Morgan; if so, who was he, when 
was it, what was the occasion and manner of expression? Did it appear to be 
! deliberate opinion or sentiment of the speaker, or was it said in the 
If of debate or by way of retort? Had there been any thing previously 

i in accusation of masonry or masons ? 

;tb» Are the hooks of records and by-laws which you have here submitted 
to tne inspection of the committee, all the books belonging to or kept by the 
ledge? 

35th. Are the funds, or receipts, or fees of lodges or chapters, or any of 
them, diverted to the use of general grand chapters, general encampments or 
other masonic b%dies? 

36th. Does n*t a mason upon going into or leaving a lodge, or chapter, or 
encampment, make a sign recognizing or having reference to, and indicating 
the penalty of th< oath taken in his particular degree, and appropriate to the 
occasion, to the ledge or to the masonic body he enters or leaves? 

37th. If freemasonry is merely a charitable institution, what is the object 
of so many degree, by means of which the various classes of masons have- 
secrets to keep no*only from the world, but from each other? 

38th. Have yousver known any contribution or advance of any kind to be 
made by any masoic bodies or individuals in this State or elsewhere, or any 
proposal or suggestin leading to any such advance or contribution, the object 
#f which was to furosh relief to any one concerned in the Morgan affair? 

39th. Do you knw by whom the higher degrees of masonry, vis. tho*® 
mbove the three firs degrees, were introduced into this country, and wl*e* 
and how— when, hot and by whom into this State ? * 

E 

intrrogatories put by request. 

Have ya^ ever herd the expressions in the following nine extracts fr^® 
Ally n’s Ritual, admiutered in any lodge or chapter ? 

1st. “ Furthermore o I promise and swear, that I will not give ihe gra 



11 


ailing sign of distress of this degree, except I am in real distress, or for the 
enefit of the craft, when at work; and should I see that sign given, or hear 
be words accompanying it, I will fly to the relief of the person so giving it, 
hould there he a greater probability of saving his life than losing my own.”— 
^age-71. 

2d. “ Furthermore do I promise and swear, that I will not speak evil of a 
rother mason, neither behind his ,back or before his face, but mil apprise 
Am oj all approaching danger” — p. 72. ~ 

3d. “ Furthermore do I promise and swear, that a master mason’s secrets 
jiven to me in charge as such, shall remain as secure and inviolable in my 
ureast as in his, before communicated, mur4er and treason only excepted; and 
key left to my only election.”— y. 72. 

4th. “ Furthermore do I promise and swear, that I will goon a master ma- 
on’s errand, even barefoot and bearheaded, to save his life or relieve his ne- 
essities.” — p. 72. 

5th. “ Furthermore do I promise and swear, that if any part of this obliga- 
ion be omitted at this time, I will hold myself amenable thereto whenever in* 
armed; to all which,” &c. — p. 73. 

Royal Arch Oath. — 6th. “ I furthermore promise and swear, that I 
rill not speak the grand emnific royal arch word, which I shall hereafter re- 
eire, ki any manner, except in that in which I shall receive it, which will be 
3 the presence of three companion royal arch masons, myself making one of 
he number; and then by three times three, under a living arch, and at low 
•reath.” 

7th. “ I furthermore promise and swear, that I will not speak evil of a 
ompanion royal arch mason behind his back nor before his face, but will ftp- 
rise him of all approaching danger, if in my power.” 

8th. “ I furthermore promise and swear, that I will assist a companion: 
oyal arch mason when I see him engaged in any difficulty, and will espouse 
its cause so far as to extricate him from the same, whether he be right or 
*rong ! ?” 

9th. u I furthermore promise and swear, that I will keep alt the secrets of 
a companion royal arch mason, when communicated to me as iuch, or I know- 
ing them to be such, without exceptions , # (or murder and treason not except- 
ed.) Or “ 1 will keep all the secrets of a companion royal arch mason.” 

10th. “Twelve once were highly lov’d, 

But one a Judas prov’d, 

Put out his fire; 

May Simon haunt all fools, 

Who vary from our rules, 

May the heads of all sucb took 

Rest high on spires.” — Cross’s Chart, p. 105 8c 106. 

11th. In the obligation of the royal arch degree, as read to you from pa- 
per marked B, is this sentence: 

7th. 4< That I will not give the grand royal arch word in any manner ex- 
c ept that in which I may receive it.” 

^ Is the manner there referred to the same described in this obligation a» 
Sven in Allyn’s Ritual, viz. u in the presence of three companion royal arch 
Masons, myself making one of the number, and then by three times three .uir» v 
a living arch, and at low breath?” 

Past Master’s Obligation. 12th. Is the penalty in this degree ever 

*1 have Men this point in the oath given in three different ways; that ji, the phrase- 
’ogy of the Mntence varied, but it always co.vers or comprehends murder and treason! 
*tnetune» it is' expressed, murder and treason not excepted'-~Altyn* 
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given thus: — “ Binding myself unde/ no less penalty than to have my tongue 
split from tip to root ?” 

Knight of the Red Cross. — 13th. Is this a part of tbe obligation: — 
i That I will assist him, on a lawful occasion, in preference to anj brother 
of an inferior degree, and so far as truth, honor and justice may warrant?” 

14th. In the obligation of knight of the red cross,* is the expression used is 
the penalty, “until the last trump shall sound,” or “ when tbe last tramp 
shall sound?” 

15th. In tbe knight templar's obligation is this, expression used* a with s 
fixed and steady purpose of mind to perform the spe, without any hesitation, 
equivocation, mental reservation or self evasion of mind in me whatever?” 

16th. Do these or similar words occur in any part of the ceremony or ini- 
tiation of a knight templar: “ This pure wine I now take in testimony of my 
belief in the mortality of the body and the immortality of the soul, and may 
this libation appear as a witness against 'me both here and hereafter. And 
as tbe sins of the world were laid upon the head of the Saviour, so may all 
the sins committed by the person whose skull this was, be heaped upon. my ' 
head, in addition to my own, should I ever knowingly or wilfully violate or 
transgress any obligation that I have heretofore taken, or take at this time, 
in relation to any degree of masoBry or order of knighthood. So help me 
God?” &c. 

DEPOSITIONS. 

I Pliny Merrick, of Worcester, in the State of Massachusetts, counsellor 
at law, do testify and say, that sometime in the course of the winter of 
1820—21, as nearly as I can recollect, I was admitted a member of tbt 
masonic lodge held in the town of Taunton, in the county of Bristol, as I us* 
derstood by virtue of a charter from the grand lodge of the State of Massa- 
chusetts: that until my removal from Taunton, which was in the summer of. 
1824, I occasionally attended tbe meetings of the lodge; and during gone 
part of the time, frequently. I was admitted in that lodge to tbe degrees of 
entered apprentice, fellow craft, and master mason. In the summer of 1824, 
as nearly as I can recollect, I was admitted to the degrees of mark master, 
past master, most excellent master, and the degree of royal arch mason, is 
Adoniram chapter in Attleborough, in the county of Bristol, in this State: I 
that I took the four last mentioned degrees in one afternoon and evening, and 
have not since to my recollection been in any chapter in the county of Bristol. 

I removed to the town of Worcester, where I now reside, in the summer 
of 1824, and afterwards attended occasionally the meetings of the fraternity 
in this place. During my absence from town on one occasion, I was elected 
to the office of high priest; which is the highest office in the chapter: On be- 
ing informed of my elfection to that place, which was wholly unexpected, I 
consented to accept; and Dr. Benjamin Chapin of Worcester, who had been 
the former high priest, agreed to make me acquainted with all the forms, 
ceremonies, oaths and obligations of the several degrees of the chapter; and 
I accordingly visited him several times and learnt the same from him, and 
committed the same to memory. I attended several meetings of the chapter 
during the first part of the year, and discharged the duties of my office. Be- 
sides the communications made to me by Dr Chapin, I have heard him re- 
peat the oaths in the chapter as its presiding officer. During the last half 
year on which I was elected to office I believe I was not once present at any 
meeting; x and I have not been I believe in any meeting of the masonic fra- 
ternity since, except that I once went in for a few moments for the pupose of 
seeing a gentleman who I understood was there. On one occasiou after my 
admission to the chapter, I heard Mr. Gleaton, who was introduced to me as 
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the grand lecturer, employed by the grand lodge of the State, to teach the 
lectures of masonry, repeat the royal arch mason’s oath. These are all the 
opportunities which I have had by attendance on lodges and chapters, of as- 
certaining what were its oaths or obligations. I was however once present 
it a meeting of the grand chapter of this State in Boston, but I do not rec- 
ollect that the oath of the degree was repeated. 

The several obligations of the three first degrees of freemasonry were for- 
merly quite familiar to me, from having frequently heard them repeated in the 
lodge meetings at Taunton. These obligations are faithfully given in a book 
ealled u Light on Masonry ” by David Bernard. I do not mean to state 
that the exact expressions which I heard in lodge meetings are given; be- 
cause the words used were not precisely the same on different occasions; but 
I mean to state, that the oaths as given in the book referred to, are substan- 
tially the same with those which I often heard administered to initiates by the 
presiding officers of the lodge. I do not mean herein to specify all the varia- 
tions which, on the perusal of that book, have occurred to me; but I state 
those which seem to me in any way material. I do not recollect to have 
heard in the lodge any such part of the master mason’s oath as the following, 
viz. “ I will go on a master mason's errand whenever required , even should 
I have to go hareheaded , if within the length of my cable tow ” — u if any part 
of this my solemn oath or obligation be ommitted at this lime , I will hold my - 
*elj amenable thereto whenever informed .” With these exceptions, I«do not 
kpow of any variations between the oaths of these three degrees as I for- 
merly heard them in the lodge, and as I find them in the book before refer- 
red to, which seem to me in any way essentially to affect the sense. 

I do not distinctly recollect the oaths and obligations of the four degrees of 
mark master, past master, most excellent roaster, and royal arch mason, as 
they were administered to me at my initiation at the chapter in Attleborough. 
Owing to the great variety of the ceremonies through which I passed on that 
day, ancLthe great number of the parts of the several oaths, it was impossi- 
ble for me to retain a distinct recollection of the whole. Besides this, when 
the royal arch oath was administered to me, I was very mdCh overcome, both 
by the previous fatigue I had undergone, and the nature and character of the 
^bligatiob, and becoming faint was removed from the room before its adminis- 
tration was finished. On my recovery I returned to the room of the chapter, 
sod passed through the remaining ceremonies; but l have no recollection that 
the remaining part of the oath was administered. Among the persons present 
on that occasiop, I recollect Mr. John Bay lies of Taunton. 

I believe that the oaths and obligations of the four degrees of mark mas- 
ter, past master, most excellent master, 4nd royal arch mason, are given in 
the book before mentioned, substantially, as I learnt and heard them admin- 
istered as before mentioned. The words used are not in every particular 
precisely the same in that book as I recollect to have beard them in the chap- 
ter; but I do not know of any variation which materially affected the sense 
iaany other particular than those which I shall mention hereafter. 

I distinctly recollect that the following expression was made use of in the 
•bapter, as a part of the royal arch oath; viz: U I will esjwuse the cause of a 
f oyal arch companion when in any difficulty , so Jar as to extricate him from 
the same, if in my power , whether right or wrong I never heard any ex- 
planation of that clause in the chapter. On one occasion, when that part of 
the oath was repeated to a person then passing through the ceremonies of init- 
iating, he hesitated and asked if it could be so; a reverend companion stand- 
ing by replied, that it was, and advised him to go on, and it would be ex- 
plained to him. Ho did go on, but I heard no explanation given. 

I do not recollect to have ever heard the following woras, or any similar 
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thereto, introduced in any of the obligations or any of the degrees of freest* 
sonry as they were administered, via: “I will promote a companion royal ank 
mason's political preferment , in preference to another of equal qualifications. 

The following clause makes part of the obligation of a royal arch mason as I 
have heard it administered; viz: “ A companion royal arch mason's secrets 
given me in charge as such , and 1 knowing them to be such, shall remain m 
secure and inviolable in my breast as in his own” To these words I behevt 
are also added “ Murder and treason not excepted ” With respect to then 
last words, I must say, that at this time, my recollection is not so perfect, as 
to enable me to speak with absolute certainty. Formerly, after 1 had kft 
visiting the chapter, I had no doubt on this point. .But in coDversatioBi 
which 1 have not unfrequently since had with adhering members of the PS- 
sonic institution, their frank admission of the accuracy of the disclosures of the 
masonic obligations, as contained in the book I have referred to on other 
points, and their earnest and apparently sincere denial of its accuracy on tint 
point, has led me to -doubt whether my recollection was perfect. I have tax- 
ed my memory to the utmost of my power, and I can now only say, that while 
I do not feel certain, I yet believe that the words ci murder and treason ml 
excepted 79 were used; but this belief is founded on a variety of considerations 
distinct from a precise recollection of the fact. All those members of the 
masonic fraternity who denied the use of the words last quoted, in the conver- 
sations to which I have alluded, stated that the following words were used n 
their stead, viz: U murder and treason only excepted , and those left to mg 
election” 

The check degree, as it is sometimes called, and I believe usually, I never 
heard repeated and Explained but once, by any member of the masonic frater- 
nity. Being in Boston, I accidentally met one John Homans, now resident 
in that city, near the old court house. He asked me to walk into the often 
of Mr. Powers, the then grand secretary of the grand lodge of Massacha- 
setts. After some conversation, Mr. Powers proposed to communicate and 
explain this degree or ceremony to us, and accordingly did so. The explana- 
tion was the same which is given in the eighty-sixth page of Mr. Bernard’s 
“Light on masonry.” I have since it was communicated to me, heard it 
spoken of by members of the institution as a matter added to its ceremonies, 
but I have never since heard it repeated. 

And further this deponent satfh not. Pliny Merrick. 

Worcester , ss. On the fifth day of December in the year of our Lord oie 
thousand eight hundred and thirty-one, the aforesaid deponent was examined, 
and cautioned, and sworn, agreeably to law, to tbe deposition aforesaid, by 
him subscribed, taken at the request of William Sprague, junior, and to be 
used before a committee of legislature of the State of Rhode Island, the resi- 
dence of the deponent in the State of Massachusetts, is the cause of taking 
this deposition. Isaac Davis, Justice of the Peace . 

Moses Thaclicr sworn. I reside in Wrenlham, Massachusetts. I am ft 
clergyman by profession. I have been a freemason. I have taken seven 
degrees, viz.: entered apprentice, fellow craft, master mason, mark master, 
past master, most excellent master, and royal arch. 

I took the three first degrees in St. John’s Lodge No. 2 in Providence i# 
1826-7. I took the four succeeding degrees in the Providence' royal arch 
chapter in Providence in the summer of 1827. 

1 took a distinct oath in each of tbe several degrees, I can repeat the 
oath substantially in the first degree. I don’t know that I can give the lan- 
guage verbatim. The oath so far as I can recollect is substantially this — I 
was made to kneel and clasp tbe sacred writings in this form, placing the 
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in ds one under and the other over the book. Before taking the oath the 
aster said to me, this oath will not interfere with jour politics or religion; 
iwe you any objection to taking this oath? On signifying my assent, he 
Id me to repeat the oath after him, calling my own name. (I don’t recollect 
ecisely the expressions which he used, I have repeated them substantially.) 
[e then proceeded to administer the oath by sentences; I was entirely igno- 
wt of the oath masonically. I found afterwards that I had before seen the 
ith in a book called Morgan’s Illustrations. I proceeded after the master 
ad said— I Moses Thatcher, of my own free will and accord, in the pres- 
ace of Almighty God, and this worshipful lodge of free and accepted masons, 
edicated to God, and held forth to the holy order of St. John, do hereby and 
ereon, most solemnly and sincerely promise and swear, that I will always 
ail, ever conceal and never reveal any art or arts, part or parts, point or 
oints, of the secrets, arts and mysteries, of ancient freemasonry, which I 
kve heretofore received, am about to receive, or may hereafter be instructed 
i 9 to any person or persons in the known world, except it be to a true and 
twful brother mason, (I think is the mode of expression) or in the body of a 
twfully constituted lodge of such, and not unto him or unto them whom I shall 
Mr so to 'be, but unto him or unto them whom I shall find so to be, after 
trict trial, close examination, or lawful information; I furthermore promise and 
wear, that. I will not write, print, stain, stamp, hew, cut, carve, engrave or 
ident it upon any thing moveable or immovable, under the whole canopy of 
eaven, whereby or whereon, the least letter, figure; mark, character, stain, 
b&dow, or resemblance of the same, shall become legible or intelligible to 
tyself -or any other person, whereby the secrets of freemasonry may be un- 
twfully obtained through my unworthiness; to all which I do most sincerely 
ad solemnly promise and swear, without the least equivocation, mental re- 
oration, or secret evasion of mind, in me whatever; binding myself under 
o less penalty, than to have my throat cut across, (the master at this time 
raw the handle of his mallet, as I afterwards found it to be across my 
iroat,) my tongue torn out by the roots, and my body buried in the rough 
and* of the sea, at low water mark, where the tide ebbs and flows twice in 
venty four hours. The oath closes, I believe, in the legal form, so help me 
sod, and keep me steadfast in the due performance of the same. 

The oath which I took on receiving the degree of fellow craft, I can not 
epeat verbatim. The oath which is read to me from Allyn’s Ritual is sub- 
tantially the same which 1 took on receiving the degree of fellow craft. I 
id not understand at the time of taking this degree, what is meant by the 
ford cable tow. I have since understood it mystically to mean a certain 
listaace within which the mason is bound to obey a summons, and that in the 
naster’s degree I have understood it to be three miles. I will point out 
tome of the differences between the master’s degree and the preceding de- 
grees. The candidate swears in addition to the former obligations that he 
will not give the master mason’s word to any but to masons of the same de- 
tree: and he swears that he will not give it except upon the five points of 
fellowship when it is given, and then not above his breath; he swears like- 
wise in this degree that he will not give the grand hailing sign of distress, ex- 
cept he is in real distress; and when he sees that sign given, or hears the 
Words accompanying it, he swears to fly to the relief of the person giving the 
tign or uttering the words, unless there is a greater probability of losing his 
hn than of saving the life of the person in distress. The candidate in this 
degree also swears that he will not speak evil of a brother master mason ei- 
ther before his face or behind his back, and that he will warn him of all ap- 
proaching danger if in his power. Another addition is in substance as fol- 
lows— •that the secrets of a brother master mason given to him in charge as 
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such and he knowing them to be such, shall remain aa inviolable in his Of 
breast as in the breast of the, person commnnicating them to him, murder *ai 
treason only excepted, and these left at his election. The penalty in tk 
oath varies from the penalty in the preceding degrees; the body is to be a 
vered in two, in the midst, and the bowels burnt to ashes, and the ashes seal 
tered before the four winds of heaven, (this is the substance of the penalty; 
am not positive as to the precise phraseology.) The candidate also si^eai 
in this degree that he will not violate the chastity of a master mason’s wifi 
mother, daughter or sister, knowing them to be such, nor suffer it to be dm 
by others, if in his power to prevent it; in addition to the words in the penaN 
“my bowels burnt to ashes,” I think are substantially added, and “theaskc 
scattered before the four winds of heaven, that there may not the least trac 
or remembrance remain among men or masons, of so vile and purjnred a wrete 
as I should be were I guilty of violating any part of this my solemn obligatiw 

The obligation of mark master mason in Allyn’s Ritual is substantially tk 
same oath which I took on receiving this degree, I think there is some diffa 
ence in the phraseology, and some difference in relation to the mark and Jen 
ish shekel. 

The obligation of past master mason in Allyn’s Ritual is substantially tk 
same oath which was administered to me. I don’t recollect that part df tk 
obligation respecting giving a lecture was administered to me. In other n 
spects the oath is substantially the same, as the oath administered to m 
and I cannot say positively that this part of the obligation was not admiaii 
tered to me. 

The obligation of most excellent master mason in Allyn’s Ritual is substii 
tially the same oath which was administered to me, so far as I recollect. 

In the master mason’s obligation I swore to go on a master mason’s erran 
and to remember all master masons when on my knees offering up my devotion 
before Almighty God. 

The obligation in the- royal arch degree in Allyn’s Ritual, is substantial! 
the same as the oath administered to me. I am confident that I was to as 
•sist a royal arch mason when in any difficulty, and extricate him from tb 
'Same, if in my power. I have no recollection that any kind of difficulty wa 
excepted. I have no recollection of the words “ right or wrong,” being ad 
■ministered to me, or any words equivalent to them, I am sure the word 
right or wrong were not in the oath administered to me. The words “ 
out exception ,” in relation to revealing the secrets of a royal arch mason, 1 
think were not administered to me. I do not recollect that the expression 
in relation to employing a companion royal arch mason in preference to aa 
other person were or were not administered to me. To the best of my recolledioi 
I swore to keep all the secrets of a companion royal arch mason committed t 
me as such, and I knowing them to be such. I do not recollect of any ef 
ceptions in this respect as in the other degrees. 

The words, murder and treason not excepted, were not administered to me 
The penalty I recollect distinctly. I do not recollect any further materia 
variation. 

I have taken a degree in masonry called the check degree. After I hi' 
taken the three first degrees in masonry, which I took in one evening, tk 
master said to me, that before I left the hall it was necessary for me to tak 
an oath in consequence of a book which had been published, revealing these 
crets of masonry; he stated it was necessary for me to do this in order to vis 
it other lodges; and he said, “ if other folks get our keys, we must put 01 
new locks.” The oath was then administered to me. I do not recollect tk 
phraseology; the substance was, that I will not give the word or sign excep 
» a lodge or at the door of a lodge. The injunction was given that the won 
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.should not be conversed upon except when absolutely necessary, as it was in- 
tended as a key. After taking the oath, he gave me the word and sign which 
were to enable me to visit other lodges. I never made use of it but once — I 
did once. There was no corporeal penalty attached to this oath as I recol- 
lect. I think the penalty consisted in being disgraced or expelled. After 
taking each of the two Erst degrees, a charge was read to me. The charge 
read to me I think is substantially the same as the charge in Webb’s Moni- 
tor, printed in New-York, 1802, pages 46, 47 and 48. I have heard this 
charge frequently read in the lodge. So far as I recollect my impressions 
were that this charge was binding on me in connexion with my masonib ob- 
ligations. My attention was at that time more particularly turned to what 
are called the secrets of masonry, than to what I knew I could examine at my 
leisure. 

The charge in Webb’s Monitor, Salem edition, 1816, 62d page, was read 
to me, I think. The charge on the third degree, 7 1 page, same book, is 
usually read ; I have] heard it read to others on taking this degree — do not 
recollect whether it was read to me or not on taking the third degree. The 
word celebrated Artist mentioned in the charge of page 72, Webb’s Mon- 
itor, is understood to mean Iliram Abiff, the widow’s son, whom the candi- , 
date is understood to represent. 

The charge in Ahiman Rezon, page 81, was not read to me. This book 
written by Li Durmot, called Ahiman Rezon, is not to my knowledge a 
standard work in any of the New-England Lodges. I do not know {masoni- 
cally, that it is a standard work in any lodge. Webb’s Monitor written by 
Thomas Smith Webb, is a standard work in masonic lodges, this is in some 
measure superceded by Cross’s chart I dont know of Cross’s chart being 
used in the lodges in this state. Webb’s Monitor and Cross’s chart are indis- 
criminately used in lodges. knew of no essential difference or any dis- 
crepancy between Mr. Webb’s Monitor and Mr. Cross’s chart. 

I published an address to the Grand lodge of Rhode Island, dated Sep- 
tember 1st, 1831. I tbink I saw the same address published in the Micro- 
cosm, a paper printed in Providence. I think I also saw in ihe same paper 
the address of Caleb Sayles to the public, purporting to be an answer to my 
address. 

The pamphlet shewn to me, entitled ct an address to the church and congre- 
gation, under the care of the author on his seceding from the masonic insti- 
tution, by Moses Thatcher, Pastor, of the church at North Wrentham,” is the 
same address published by me ; and that the pamphlet shown to me, entitled 
M letters addressed to a brother in the church, on renouncing the secret prin- 
ciples of freemasonry, in answer to the three communications from him on the 
same subject, by Moses Thatcher, pastor of the church at North Wrentham,” 
was also published by me. 

1 have perused Allyn’s Ritual with considerable attention as far as the 
three first degrees; the mode of initiation, ceremonies and manner of working, 
are substantially the same as I have seen practised in masonic lodges ; the 
signs, grips, words and what ’are called the secrets of masonry stated in 
Allyn’s Ritual, are substantially the same as have been delivered io me, and 
as I have seen practised in masonic lodges . 

I have attended the lodges in Providence, one in my own neighborhood, and 
one in a neighboring town ; and I once attended the Grand lodge in Boston. 

I attended the lodge in Providence only when I received the* lower degrees ; 

I received the higher degrees in the same hall. The lodges which 1 have 
visited, substantially agreed in their ceremonies and manner of working ; 
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I speak in reference to the three first degrees. I was never in the chapter 
after taking the royal arch degree. 

I have no recollection, whether the suggestion that the oath of the royal 
arch degree would not interfere with my religion or politics was or was not 
made to me before taking said oath. I never saw it administered to others; 

I had not Morgan’s illustrations of masonry in my pocket when I appeared at 
the lodge to take the degrees. All the degrees were conferred on me on ac- 
count of my profession, gratuitously. I did not consider myself hound by my 
masonic oaths to* favour a mason to the personal or pecuniary injury of a fel- 
low citizen who was not a mason. While a member of the lodge I did not 
know of any higher punishment inflicted for violation of masonic obligations, 
than expulsion; nor had any personal knowledge of any persen being expelled. 

1 heard the subject of masonic penalties once discussed in St. Alban’* 
lodge, TVrentharti, on the 13th of May, 1829, which was the.* last time I 
attended any lodge. Masons present who had taken the higher degrees, ex- 
cept one, said nothing on the subject ; masons who had taken the lower de- 
grees gave their opinions on the subject variously. The question of inquiry is : 
this lodge was, “ in what light are masonic penalties to be considered 
- and" there was no vote taken on this question. This ^ras an open lodge ; 4 
Simeon Thompson, Jr., presided that evening, Josiah J. Fisk, lie?. Luther : 
Wright, Anson Mann, Samuel Druce, and Asa Ware, Jr., acting as Secre- 
taries, were present ; there were other persons' present ; the subject was ii- 
troduced as the matter of inquiry, there was no motion on the subject. One 
member explained the subject in this way, “ that the candidate swears, that 
rather than reveal his masonic secrets he would suffer so and so.” I do not 
recollect that any member expressed an opinion that there were higher penal- 
ties than expulsion. While a mason I did not vote for or. support any per- 
son for office on account of his being a mason ; nor did I consider myself 
bound so to do by my masonic obligations. I do not recollect that any ma- 
sonic obligation was ever administered to me that would literally oblige me 
to vote for-a mason. I do not recollect of any political question being dis- 
cussed in a lodge, or a nomination for political office being made. I never 
knew personally a public officer to discharge a person accused of a crime on his 
making himself known as a mason. At the time of taking the n. .sonic obli- 
gations I had no time to consider whether I could conform to them, and at 
the same 'time conform to my civil and religious duties after mature delib- 
eration I came to the conclusion that these obligations would interfere with 
my politics aid religion ; and this conclusion was formed after I had takes 
all the degrees which 1 ever took. I supposed the oaths were in theroselvea 
unlawful, and so far I considered them as conflicting with my religion. 1 
considered that I had no moral right to bind myself under a barbarous penal- 
ty to keep secrets of ‘the nature of those of masonry. I supposed that roj 
masonic oath might, under certain circumstances conflict with a judicial oath, 
particularly that part of the oath which binds a mason to keep masonic 
secrets, murder and treason only excepted, and these left at his election. 1 < 
might be called to testify against a masonic brother where iny masonic oath 
bound me not tojtestify — that part of the oath which binds a mason to warn hi* • 
brother mason of all approaching danger ; he might be in danger of being ar* 
Tested as a thief, my masonic oath would bind me to warn him of his danger 
4Jiat he might escape. I understand that the words in the master mason’* 
oath, 41 1 will not speak evil of a brother master mason, neither behind hi* 
back nor before his face, but will apprize Lira of ail approaching danger, if* 0 
any power,” would require me to aid a masonic brother who had committed 
then or any other crime less than murder or treason, to escape from punish* 
meat and to screen him from punishment. The words in my masonic oblige 
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ion, “ that I will not give the grand hailing sign of distress, of this degree, 
inless I am in real distress, or for the benefit of the craft when at work, ana 
f I should aee that sign given or hear the word accompanying it, I Trill fly to 
;he relief of the person giving it, should there be greater probability of saving 
lis life than losing my own,” would X consider, if I were on a jury, and & 
wrother mason on trial should give this sign, require me to afford him relief if 
it were in my power. I might afford him relief by preventing a verdict, or* 
by influencing a verdict in his favor. This would be my conclusion if I were 
to construe ray masonic oaths literally, and I knew of no other way of constru- 
ing an oath. I never knew personally, any mason being a judge, juror, or 
other public officer to put this construction upon masonic obligations, or to 
practise upon this construction. I never knew the grand hailing sign of dis- 
tress given by any man on trial to any judge, juror, or sheriff ; 1 never have 
been in a court of justice to my recollection, when any person has been on 
trial, since I have been a mason. 

I never heard the masonic oaths explained when administered. The fig- 
ure and representation of the burning bush in page 33, of the masonic chart by 
Jeremy L. Cross, is a correct figure and representation, and the explanation 
of the same on page 148, of AlJyn’s Ritual is substantially correct. I wit- 
nessed the same representation at the time I was admitted to the royal arch 
degree, except that I do not recollect of being requested to kneel down. 

[Further interrogatories pul to Moses Thatcher . ] 1st, Before the sever- 
al oaths were administered to you had you endeavored to ascertain as far as 
possible what you would be required to swear to ? 

2d. When taking the oaths did you strictly attend to them and endeavour 
fully to comprehood their meaning, and what were the obigations you were 
taking upon yourself ? 

3d. Did you at the time understand the oaths you took, or was you r then 
satisfied that you did understand them. — Had you any doubts — did you male 
any inquiries before or at the time of taking the oaths. 

4th. Did you reflect after you had taken each oath upon the nature and 
extent of it ? — And upon reflection were you satisfied : or if not satisfied did 
you complain or object. , 

5th. When you took the general oaths, was it your understanding that 
you thereby, as far as you could, gave jurisdiction and authority to the lodge 
to execute upon you the penalties expressed in said oaths severally, that is to 
take your life in the manner expressed in said oaths yespectively ; and did 
you consider that yourself, as a member of the lodge, was to share in the 
•ame power and jurisdiction over others? 

6th. What do you consider the secrets or mysteries of masonry. Do you 
know of any others than those disclosed in Allyn’s Ritual or Bernard’s light 
°a masonry ? * 

7th. Are the constitutions and by-laws of the lodge printed and published. 
Are there any secret by-laws. 

8th. Do you know of any oaths or obligations taken by masons up to the 
•cventh degree other than those you have specified ? 

9tb. When you took the oaths did you consider any of them incompatible 
with your religious, moral or social obligations? 

10th. You say in your address to grand lodge, that you had a conversation 
with a respectable mason in Providence, concerning reports from the west, 
who assured you that it was nothing but a political manouvre. Who was that 
gentleman ;,apd what gentleman conversed with you about taking three de- 
grees at once ? 

11th. In the same address you say that masons of high standing in the 
lodge and chapter, repeatedly declared that if Morgan was put to death he 
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bad met bis deserved fate, and bad paid no more than the life which he had 
forfeited, by the infraction of his oaths. Who were those masons of high 
standing? # 

12th. In your said address you state a conversation with a Mr. Styles, 
respecting the alleged murder of a man some years ago in or near Provi- 
dence, by the agency of the grand lodge of Rhode Island. Please now to 
relate minutely and fully, what 'that conversation was? 

13th. You say you have «een Caleb Sayles address to the public, in as- 
surer to your statement above; It appears by his address that he declared 
your statements to be false and erroneous, in some material particulars^ Did 
you in consequence write to Mr. Sayles, or take any steps to have an explan- 
ation with him? Did you confer with the other persons to whom, you say in 
your address, Mr. Sayles had made the same communication ? 

14th. Did you immediately communicate what Sayles had told you to the : 
grand lodge. Did you make any inquiries of them respecting the transaction. 
Did you place any reliance in what Sayles ' 4 had giren. How long did yoa a 
continue a mason after that conversation ? 

15th. You say above that the royal arch mason’s oath taken by you did ‘ 
not contain the exceptions contained in the preceeding. • The exception in * 
the oath of a master mason is of murder and treason, the keeping of which a 
secret is at the election of the candidate ;• this exception being omitted in 
the ^royal arch mason’s oath, did you construe that oath to mean that you 
should keep those crimes also secret. 

16th. Has there been any difficult/ in your church among the members 
upon the subject of masonry. ; 

17th. Before you made your address to the church and congregation upon 
the subject of your seceding, had it been intimated to you that it would be ex- * 
pected of you to secede ? 

18th. Have you related your said conversation with Sayles on any other 
occasion than in your address to this grand lodge ? 

To the annexed interrogatories, I answer as follows: 

Answer to 1st. Before I went to the lodge it did not occur to me that any 
oath would be required of me. I had before this seen Morgan’s book, but cos- 
aidered it wholly spurious. After taking the first three degrees, I concluded 
that an oath would be required on all the subsequent degrees. 

US Ans. to 2d. When I was attending to taking the oaths I endqaved to com- 
prehend them as far as the circumstances in which I was placed would admit; 
it required an effort to repeat them after the master. 

Ans. to 3d. At the time I took the oaths I had no opportunity for reflec- 
tion, and was sensible that it would require considerable time to render the 
oaths familiar; and when I left the lodge I did not immediately reflect on the 
meaning of the oaths which I had just taken. On leaving the lodge I took it 
for granted that the oaths were harmless, from the fact that men of principle 
had taken these oaths. I did not turn my attention particularly to the oath* 
until several months afterwards; and I also took it for granted that the# 
oaths were harmless because the master of the lodge had stated to me pf* 
vious to administering the oaths, that they would not interfere with my reUf’ 
ion or politics. The intelligence from the west respecting the Morgan affair 
and the disclosures of the Le Roy convention, lead me more particularly to a*' 
tend to these oaths. This I think was in the latter part of the summer °* 
1828. Upon reflecting on these oaths, in consequence of these occurrenetf* 

I did not immediately announce to the lodge my intention to withdraw from **• 

I communicated my intention to the lodge to withdraw from them on the 15^** 
of May, A. D. 1829, and at that time I stated to the lodge the principal re*" 
sons which I had for withdrawing from them. The reason why I did not il*" 
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ediately announce to the lodge my intention of withdrawing, was that Iwm 
oceediog to investigate the subject, and wished to understand it thoroughly. 
Ana. to 4tb. I hare already answered this question I think. 

Am. to 6th. When I took these oaths i did not at that time consider that 
was giving jurisdiction to the lodge to indict the penalties of said oaths as 
[pressed in the question, because 1 did not until some time afterwards give 
irious attention to the import of these oaths, as 1 have before stated; that the 
rcumstances under which the oaths are administered render it impossible for 
is candidate at the time to take the real sense of them. I consider the last 
art of the question answered in the above statement. 

Ans. to 6th. 1 cousider that Allyn’s Ritual and Bernard’s Light on Ma- 
>ary, contain all the secrets and mysteries of masonry up to the seventh de- 
ree inclusive, so far as 1 was initiated; I know of no others that are called 
tasonic secrets. 

Ans. to 7th. The Book of Constitutions, so called, is published; the lodges 
ive charters from the grand lodge which are written on parchment. The by- 
ws of the lodge to which I belonged in Wrenthan, were written, and were 
*ad in the lodge at stated times; this lodge had no other by-laws than those 
hick were read to me, to the best of my knowledge and belief; as to the by- 
iws of other lodges I have no information. 

Ans. to 8th. I know of none. 

Ans. to 9th. I consider this question as before answered. 

Ans. to 10th. That gentleman was my uncle Moses Richardson, of Provi- 
ence. The gentleman alluded to in the last part of the question, was my 
Dusin William Emerson Cutting, of Providence. 

Ans. to 11th. I had not heard myself any Mason express such an opinion; 
made that assertion in my address from information derived from others, up- 
n whom I thought 1 could rely; I stated it as any other historical fact: Mr. 
barren, a clergyman who now resides in Plymouth, told me that he had heard 
high priest of a chapter express an opinion that JVf organ had met his deserv- 
d fate. Mr. Warren told me that he was a mason, I never sat in a lodge 
rifh him, Mr. Warren. He is now a seceding mason — I had no knowledge 
f his being a seceding mason at that time. Mr. Warren did not na~me the 
ligh priest to me. and do not recollect that he mentioned any other person, 
n addition to what Mr. Warren told me, I had also seen it stated in publi- 
cations that other masons had made use of similar expressions. 

Ans. to 12th. The conversation was in substance as I have published it in 
ay address. ^ 

Ans. to 13th. I have never addressed Mr. Sayles on this subject, except 
fcrough the medium of the press. I did not confer with the other persons, to 
*hom I say in my address Mr. Sayles had made the same communication, 
ifter Mr. Sayles replied to my address to the grand lodge — before that time 
[had. — One of these persons was Dr. William W. Pride, of Gibson, Penn- 
sylvania; and the other was the Rev. Luther Wright — these were the per- 
‘oas who I said conversed with Mr. Sayles on this subject. Wr. Wright re- 
jfes in Holliston, Massachusetts. These persons were masons at the time 
[ conversed with them. I conversed with Doct. Pride in the summer or Au- 
omnof 1838, and with the other subsequent to that time. Mr. Sayles did 
tot inform me the name of the person alleged to be murdered by the grand 
edge; I think he said that he belonged in one of the back towns of Rhode- 
[*land. 

Ans to 14th. I did not communicate what Mr. Sayles told me immediately 
•o the grand lodge. I placed reliance on the account which Mr. Sayles had 

S 'ven to me. I continued a* mason four or five months perhaps after Mr. 
tyles made this communication to me. Mr. Sayles made this coramunica- 



tioD to me in the latter part of summer or autumn of 1828, I think, I <Wi 
recollect precisely the time. 

Ans. to 15th. At the time the royal arch mason's oath was administered 
to me I bad no distinct impression or opinion, but en subsequent examinatioi 
I supposed the literal expression and construction of the oath required the ces- 
cealment of murder and treason. 

Ans. to 16th. In consequence of a case of church discipline of the charck 
of which I was pastor, a member who was a mason was dealt with and tried 
before the church, upon the charges, one of abuse towards me in my family; 
(this abuse charged related to masonry;) one for preparing or assisting to 
prepare a report of St. Alban's Lodge, which was considered slanderous; and 
the other for becoming angry and uttering contemptuous language in a church 
meeting. 

Ans. to 17th. No — it was neither intimated nor expected to my knowledge. 

Upon being asked, the witness says, I do not recollect that, on taking the 
master's oath, these ifrords, u furthermore I do promise and swear, that il any 
part of this obligation be omitted at this time, I will hold myself amenable 
thereto whenever informed," were administered to me. I have no distinct 
recollection on the subject. 

Ans. to 18th. I have made the same statement relative to this conversation 
with Mr. Sayles, in a note to my address to my church and congregation before 
referred to. I have not made this statement in any other publication of mine. 

I made the statement verbally before the antimasonic convention in Philadel- 
phia in Sept. 1830. I saw a report of the proceedings of this convention, and 
have had it in my possession; I saw in this reporta statement relative to the 
subject purporting to be the statement made in the convention by me. I have 
po recollection of having made this statement in any antimasonic convention in 
Boston or Providence. 

The foregoing deposition, to the best of my recollection and belief, is true. 

Moses Thachek. 

Taken and subscribed December 7th, A. D. 1831. 

JLtv i Chace sworn. I reside in Troy, Fall-River, Massachusetts; am a 
manufacturer, and a minister of the gospel. I have been a freemason; I am 
not now. I have taken six degrees in masonry, up to the degree of most ex- 
cellent master, inclusive. 1 was made a mason in the Manchester lodge, ii* 
Coventry, Rhode Island, in thowinter of 1815-1G. I took three degrees in 
this lodge; all that the lodge was authorized to confer. The oth 2 r three de- 
grees I received in the royal arch chapter, in Warren, Rhode Island, in the 
fore part of the year 1822. I continued a mason until the year 1828; in the 
fall of that year, I think. An obligation was administer-d to me at the time of^ 
taking each of these degrees. I cannot repeat the obligation in the first de- 
gree; I could write the obligation on meditatiugon it; I can state the penalty. 
The oath administered to tnc, on taking the first degree in masonry by John 
Greene, agent of the Warwick manufacturing company, in Warwick, and 
then most worshipful master of the Manchester lodge, was substantially the 
aame oath now read to me from Bernard’s light on masonry, page 20. There 
was no explanation of the oath given to me, until I was placed in a situation 
to take the oath; I had no knowledge before this that an oath would be re- 
quired. I was prepared previous to my taking the oath by being divested of 
my apparel, excepting my shirt; a pair of drawers was provided and put on, 
and 1 then was hood-winked by a bandage across my eyes, and then with a 
cable tow around my neck, and my shirt was off of my left arm, and my left 
breast naked; in tbis situation I was led into the lodge room. The other 
ceremonies, until I came to the altar, were the same as are laid down in 



s light on masonry. Then I was informed by the worshipful master, 
is placed in a proper situation to receive the oath, or obligation which 
led me was not to infringe upon my religious or political sentiments; 

1 me if I was willing to receive it on that condition* the answer was, 
is; the]} he ordered me to repeat my name, Levi Chace, and repeat 
the oath which has before been read to me. A similar assurance, 
.seology being a little different, was given to me on receiving each.of 
lext degrees. 

ath now read to me from Bernard’s light on masonry, pages 44 and 
ibstantially the same oath which 1 took on receiving the degree of 
ift, with three variations; viz: the first is when two cents in Berngfd 
sed one cent in my oath; second, the words “or square and angle of 
,” were not administered to me; 3d, and the word “so help me God,” 
f keep me God, were administered to me. The obligation of a mas- 
>n, now read to me from Bernard’s light on masonry, pages 61, 62 
is substantially the same whieh I took in this degree, with these va- 
in the obligation which I took, were the words “and they left to my 
will and choice, or election,” instead of “and they left at my own 
** in Bernard; and also the word “ever” was left out in the oath 
:ook. I distinctly recollect that these words were administered to 
,ny part of this my solemn oath or obligation be omitted at this time, 
ill hold myself amenable thereto whenever informed.” 
bligation in the mark master’s degree, now read to me from Ber- 
jht on masonry, pages 98 and 99, is substantially the same as the 
i which I took, except, I think, the word “swap” was not used. 
)ligation in the past master’s degree, now read to me from Bernard’s 
masonry, pages 109 to 111, is substantially the same as the obliga- 
b I took, except the words “keep me steadfast,” instead of make 
fast, as in Bernard. 

bligation :n the most excellent master’s degree, now read to me from 
s light on masonry, pages 120 and lfcl, is substantially the same ob- 
tvhich I took in this degree. 

1 was initiated into the first degree, a charge was read to me by the 
f the lodge; this charge was substantially the same, as the charge 
l to m$ from Webb’s, monitor, New York edition, 1802, pages 46, 
18. The charge was read to me from Webb’s monitor. I did not 
some parts of this charge binding upon me, when it was delivered to 
iculariy that part which says “that no institution wa3 ever raised on 
principle or more solid foundation, nor, were ever more excellent rules 
il maxims laid down, than are inculcated in the several masonic lec- 
This in the only part which I did not at that time consider binding. 

0 protest at that time against this part of the charge, to the lodge or 
esiding. The reason why I did not protest at that time against that 
tie charge, was, because that at my initiation, I had been brought into 
» with a rope about my neck; J considered myself placed in the situa- 
slave at that time; as I was brought into this state of feeling that I 

protest. 

jr reason why I did not consider this part of the charge binding was, 
.d embraced the religion of the Son of God, which I considered far 
to the masonic institution, and still do. The circumstance which 

1 that last impression was, that I was asked when at the altar — 
do you believe in?” My answer was in Jesus Christ the Son of 
was checked and ordered to say, “in God.” This impressed my 

,t the institution wished to exclude the religion of the Son of God. 
was checked I then replied “in God.” I consider that this was a 
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mere ontside form or garment. I did consider that by this expression they 
wished to exclude Jesus Christ, the Son of God, or the religion of the Savior. 

When I replied Jesus Christ the Son of God, it was not my intention to 
exoiude God and the Holy Spirit. 

[Questions by committee .] 1st, Do you consider that the words “ Jesus 
Christ the Son of God,” include God the Father, and the Holy Spirit? Ana. 

I do not. 

2d. Do you or do you not consider that the word God is equally appropriate 
to God the Father, God the Son, and God the Holy Ghost? and inclusive of 
all? Ans. I do not in every sense of the word. 

The design to exclude Jesus Christ, and the religion of Jesus Christ, which i 
I before referred to, I impute to the masonic institution and not to the mem- 
bers of that institution; many of whom 1 esteem as Christians. Upon exami* 
nation I am still of the opinion that the masonic institution excludes the 
Christian religion, because I do not find the words Jesus Christ used in the six 
degrees which I have taken. I never heard it explained in a masonic lodge, 
that the scriptures were to be the mason’s guide of faith and practice* I have 
heard portions of the Scriptures read in the lodge. I never attended the ma- 
sonic lectures in a lodge, except those lectures used at the opening and closing 
of a lodge. I do not know whether in the lectures and instructions in lodges 
portions of the scriptures are read or not. I am not positive whether a 
charge was read to me after taking the fellow craft’s degree or not; a charge 
was read to me after taking the master’s degree. After hearing the charge 
.read, upon' receiving the master’s degree, it occurred to me, that it was 
not altogether systematical; but I considered it binding so far as it did not con- 
flict with my religion. The charge read to me after the master’s degree warn 
the same in Webb’s Monitor, Salem edition, 1821, pages 68 and 69. The 
part which I did not consider systematical is the first sentence of the charge 
before referred to in Webb’s Monitor, page 68. 

[ Question by committee .] Have you ever read in Webb’s Freemason’s 
.Monitor, in a grand master’s address to a master elect, at the installation, 
;the following, as part of the address, viz.: “The Holy Writings, that great 
/light in masonry, will guide you to all truth ; it will direct your paths to the , 
rtemple of happiness, and point to you the whole duty of man?” Ans. J have j 
-before this time and now. read the same. I have never been present at the 
.'installation of a master. 

Is it usual to give the same charge on conferring the past master’s degree, 
4hat is given at the installation of a master of a lodge. Ana. 1 do not 
.'know. 

[Answer to following standing interrogatories marked Z>.] Ans. to 6tb. 

.1 never had, because I did not expect an oath would be administered; if I hid 
I should not have appeared, nor would I have suffered what I did go through 
for all the honorable gentlemen are worth. After I had taken the first de- 
gree and found that an oath was administered, I endeavored to find out wheth- 
er oaths would be required in the other degrees by inquiring of a brother m*' 
son; and he said ah! brother you will be satisfied after taking the other two 
degrees. After I had taken the three first degrees I did expect that oaths 
would be required in the higher degrees. 

Ans. to 7th. I think I did as far as it was in my power. 

Aus. to 8th. I am confident that I did not then understand the oaths as I 
now do. The reason was the roaster gave one word or sentence at a tina*> 
and I did not know what was to follow next. When the master came to the 
words in the penalty, “have my throat cut across,” I stopped, be drew the 
handle of his mallet or whatever be had in his band across my ithroat, an® 
£old me to repeat, and then I repeated the tame word that he used. All 
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•obligations are given in this manner , the master proceeds to state the oath in 
the same manner, as if a school master or school mistress should say to & 
child learning the alphabet A— and the child repeats A. The master in th® 
lodge states a word of* the obligation and the candidate repeats it; this is th® 
•only way. At the time of receiving these oaths I had, and ever since I hav® 
had doubts as to the propriety of administering such oaths. I made no in- 
quiries before or at the time of taking the oaths. I am here speaking of 
the oaths in the three first degrees. 

Ans. to 9th. I consider that the first part of the question is before an- * 
awered. After taking the first oath I did reflect upon it before I took tha 
second, and in consequence reflecting upon the first oath I inquired of a broth- 
er respecting further oaths as before stated ; upon this reflection I was not 
satisfied with the first oath. In answer to a question, I say that after taking 
the first oath and before taking the second, I made no inquiry relative to th® 
oath, except of the brother as before stated. After taking the other two 
oaths I was not satisfied, I did not complain or object to these oaths while I 
was a mason, because my masonic. obligations would not tolerate it, and I 
was afraid the penalties of these obligations would be inflicted upon me. £ 
never afterwards attended that lodge. In the year 1816 1 took the faster’* 
degree, and I took the degree of most excellent master in the year 1822. I 
removed from Warwick in April or May, 1816, two or three months after 
I was initiated. 

[Questions by committee .] 1st. If you were dissatisfied with the thre® 
first oaths, and you thought it dangerous to complain, was there any thing ia 
your masonic oaths that prevented or made it dangerous for you to dissolve 
your connection with the lodge — was there any thing in your oaths that forbid 
or prevented your complaining to the lodge, if so, what was it ? 

Ans. I did ednsider it at the time dangerous to secede. I then thought 
there was danger of my complaining to the lodge ; I thought that the part of 
«y obligation which forbids me to speak evil of a brother, either in the lodge 
or out of it, and to keep the secrets of a brother inviolate, rendered it danger- 
ous for me to complain to the lodge, for I could not speak against the insti- 
tution without speaking against those supporting it. 

2d. Wa3 there any thing in your masonic obligations which compelled you 
to go on taking further degrees * 

Ans. No, there was not. 

3d. Were you asked these questions before taking the first degree, viz: “D® 
you seriously declare upon your honor, before these gentlemen, that you ar® 
solely prompted to solicit the privileges of masonry by a favourable opinion 
conceived of the institution, a desire of knowledge, and a sincere wish of 
being serviceable to your fellow creatures ? Do you seriously declare upon 
your honor, before these gentlemen, that you will cheerfully conform to all th® 
ancient established usages and customs of the fraternity? 7 ’ 

Ans- I was asked these questions, and answered them in the affirmative. 

4tb. What was there in these questions which induced you to believe that 
it was against your obligations to the lodge to complain to the lodge. 

Ans. I considered that complaining to the k lodge would be complaining 
against the usages, customs, and obligations of the lodge. I had these ques- 
tions in connection with other things on my mind when I said I thought that 
there was danger in my complaining to the lodge, 

5th. Did you consider the questions before referred to, and read to you on 
your presenting yourself for the first degree ; the charges and oaths adminis- 
tered to you, as all to be connected t in masonry, and equally binding upon 
those who take them ; and did you so masonically consider them yourself 
when you took them. 
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Ans. I did so, masopically consider them after reflection, and do so consid- 
er them at this time, and I consider them as explaining each other. 

Ans. to 10th. At first I had not time to consider them, but afterwards on 
mature deliberation and reflection I did consider the oaths of that nature. 
Probably in the course of one year, I came to this conclusion. I then con- 
sidered that I ought to be cautious in what I said against the institution. 

Ans. to 11th. I know of none other. 

Ans. to 12th. I do not know. 

Ans. to 13th. I do not. 

Ans. to 14th. I did, immediately' on reflecting upon them. 

Ans. to 15th. I have before stated, when I took the degrees. I seceded 
from the lodge in the year 1828. In the year 1827, I went from my resi- 
dence in Dighton, to Pawtucket in the latter part of September. I was at 
the house of Capt. Baker ; Elder Daniel Greene, of Pawtucket, came in 
and said he wanted to speak with me ; he then, after we retired into a room 
asked me if I had visited a lod je lately, and I told him no — I did not know 
that I ever should again ; he tnen asked me if I knew that I could not get 
into a lodge. I observed to him that I ^thought I could ; he observed that 
he h>d reference to a particular circumstance that had taken place. I ask- 
ed him what circumstance ? He observed that he had reference to Morgan’s 
' illustrations, a book so called ; that, on that account, the lodges had passed 
another degree or check word, in order to stop book-masons ; (having refer- 
ence to the book before mentioned,) but observed, if you had been here last 
evening, I could have vouched for you, and you could have -taken the degree 
or check word. I then asked him if that book was true, and he aigwered . 
with a nod of his head. I then asked him if Morgan was murdered, he said 
be dare not say any thing to me on that subject, no otherwise than be would 
there say to^me, no doubt he had suffered his just deserts according to his ob- 
ligation, he then taking me by each arm said, u I suppose that be bad his 
choice.” This was what first led me to a serious meditation, and to seeking 
a fit opportunity to secede. 1 then went home, and there secretly borrowed that 
book. J read the book through, and found that the oaths, obligations, 'and 
penalties in that book, were in substance, the same as those conferred upon 
me. This was the first operating cause which led me to seek an opportunity 
to secede. I publicly renounced masonry in the fall of 1828, by publishing my 
renunciation in a newspaper, the Fall River Monitor. I considered that I 
was then a master of the Manchester lodge from a notice I received last May. 
I made no private communication to the Manchester lodge, because I was 
afraid to before I came out publicly. 

How many members did the Manchester lodge consist of ? 

Ans. At the time of my initiation, the lodge consisted of between thirty 
and forty members, and perhaps more. I don’t know how many members the 
lodge had at the time I withdrew or seceded, or who the members were at 
that time. 

[Question by committee.] Were your brethren of the Manchester lodge, 
with whom you have been acquainted at the time you was initiated, or at any 
time since, men of such character that you should fear for your li r e, m case 
you communicated to that lodge your intention to withdraw, before you bad 
come out publicly. 

Ans. The characters of the members of this lodge were fair ; I considered 
them fair moral men, and some of them I hope are Christians. I could not 
tell what their masonic obligations would lead them to do ; and therefore I 
feared, to communicate to them iny renunciation. 

during- the twelve years that you was a mason, did you corsiVcr yourself 
bound to execute such penalties upon others? 
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Ans. I considered myself masonically bound to perform all tbe oaths and ob- 
gations to the lodge, but not morally and virtually bound to execute such 
enalties. \ 

Ans. to 16fh. I did not. 

'Ans. to 17th. I never heard that, and I never knew personally of anypun- 
ihment being indicted by a lodge. 

Ans. to 19th. I knew nothing about their deliberations, either one way or 
le other. To the second part of the question I knew nothing about the de- 
berations of any lodge upon that subject. 

Ans. to 20th. I considered masonically, that if the grand bailing sign had 
een given to me in such a case, I should have been in duty bound to vote for 
le mason ; the reason is, that the penalty of the obligation is, that I am 
ound to go on a master mason’s errand, and to relieve hiorff there is greater, 
robabihty of saving his life, than of loosing ray own. I speak masonically, 
a a free man, and exclusive of the masonic obligation, I should not vote for 
be mason in such case, as a seceder 1 should not. 

Ans. to 21st I should masonically. I never practised under such a con- 
duction of my masonic obligations, for I never received tbe grand hailing 
igo. 

Ans. to 22d. I never did : to the latter part of the question I say, person- 
ify I never did. 

In answer to a question ; I never received from others any information 
hich satisfied my mind that any such crimes have been committed by masons, 
i mentioned in the l&th interrogatory. 

Ans. to 25th. I have never frequented lodges in other States; but I have 
iceived tbe same signs from masons from seven different states, \ including 
iis State. 

In answer to other questions, witness says, “ the reason why I was not 
dinitted to the royal arch mason’s degree when I was propounded, was, that, 
here were not three candidates for admssision at the time appointed for my 
Emission ; and afterwards there was some mistake as to the time; and after 
his I did not care about being admitted.” 

You said that on taking the first degree in masonry, you considered its 
lature deistic&l and irreligious. Did you receive afterwards any explanation 
that satisfied you on that point, before you applied for the three last degrees 
fou took ? 

Ans. I never did. 

At the time you applied for the three last ^degrees did you then consider 
foe. three first as deistical and irreligipus ? 

Ans. I did. 

If these were your convictions at the time of applying for those last degrees, 
*hat were your motives in applying for them ? 

Ans. I was informed by a brother, the Rev. Thomas W. Tucker, a 
Methodist preacher, that he had been dissatisfied in the lower degrees, but 
*as informed that the upper degrees were more agreeable to the Christian’s 
feelings, and he was goihg to take them, and “thought I had better ; and a 
was placed in my hand, the purport ?of which appeared to be more 
^eeable to the Christian religion ; this book tvas a poem in praise of ma- 
which book is now in the hands of Benjamin F. Hallett. Mr. Tucker 
^served, that if I would take the higher degrees, the lodge would not require 
toe fee for the degrees, as I was a clergyman, and he said he thought I 
toould ba satisfied. I mentioned to Mr. Tucker my dissatisfaction with the 
to*®e first degrees on account of their irreligious tendency. Mr. Tucker said 
the Methocfist brethren in Bristol, whose minds were exercised on the 
'^ject of religion were members of the lodge, many of them ; Mr. Tuckpr 
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it iso *aid, that after tbe lodge in Bristol bad closed in tbe mark master's de- 
gree, they would open tbe master’s lodge, and I should see how pleasant it 
was< I attended, and they did open a master’s lodge and they satisfied my i 
mind some, on the subject of the higher degrees, for they had a pleasant time, 
conversed on the subject of religion, and appeared to be good men. I now 
think it was a catch and was not a regular lodge. I worked myself into the 
lodge, in Bristol, and had no voucher I thought, I was not very bright, as a 
mason, they said I was. I have conversed some with [the Rev. Wanton 
Case on the subject of masonry, and expressed to him my dissatisfaction on 
the three first degrees on account of their oath and irreligious tendency. He 
had taken the higher degrees, did not incline to say much on the subject, said, 
u there were many men of many minds.” The subject cf my dissatisfaction 
was not conversed about in the lodge. 

When asked whether you considered your obligations binding, you bare 
Several times qualified your answer by saying they were masonically bind- 
ing. When you a# qualify them, are we to understand that although masoni- 
cally binding, you did not consider them morally and virtually binding? 

Ans. I did not. I considered them of that nature that they ought sot to 
hind a freeman ; and where I have spoken of my obligations as masonicallj 
binding, I cannot explain my meaning better than by repeating this part of i 
any obligation, in answer to this question : u I do promise and swear, that I 1 
will always hail, ever conceal, and never reveal, any part or parts, art or t 
arts, point or points, of the secret, arts, and mysteries of ancient freemasonry, H 
which I have received, am about to receive, or may hereafter be instructed s 
in, to any person or persons in the known world, except it be to a true sod n 
lawful brother mason. To all which, I do most solemly and sincerely prom- * 
lie and swear without the least equivocation, mental reservation, or self ev»- a 
»ion of mind in me whatever.” a 

If on any occasion while you 'were a mason, your masonic obligations bid &■ 
come in direct conflict with your religious, your moral, or your social cbligi- f 
tions, with your duty to your maker, to your country , r or to your fellow citizens, je 
which obligations should you have considered paramount, or of most binding t 
effect, and which should you have obeyed, your masonic, or your religious, i 
or moral, or social obligations ? p 

Ans. I should have obeyed my religious obligations even to the sacrifice of t 
my life, if required. q 

Have you heard any mason justify the murder of Morgan except Elder « 
Greene; if so, who was the perion, and where? ' 

Ans. At a tavern about ten miles this side of Dedham, at the time of the i 
first antimasonic convention held at Dedham, about three years ago, I heard 
ft man say, if ever there was such a man as Morgan, and u he had taken suck 
oaths as he had published, he was a damned perjured wretch, and deserved to 
be killed.” This man was an entire stranger to me; I did not know his name, 
and he said he was a mason. Mr. Brayton Slade of Troy, Massachusetts, 
and Luther Lincoln of Norton, Massachusetts, were present at this convert* - 
lion. Mr. Lincoln observed that he must be careful what he said, that a w- 
cederwas present. The man replied, that he did not believe there was a*®* 
ceder; but if there was, be was a perjured wretch, and deserved to die. 

Quest. Had any mason seceded from any lodge in this State before y^ 1 
did? 

Ans. There was not to my knowledge. 

Quest. How long was it after you was told of the murder of Morgan by m** 
aons, as you have before stated, before you seceded from masonry? i 

Ans. I had the conversation with Elder Greene sometime in September, 
1827. I had heard of the death of Morgan before this, and had never ** cft 



an f thing written on the subject; I seceded I think in the latter part of Octo- 
ber or Nof ember, 1828. I made my mind known to my wife four or fire 
months before I seceded, and she persuaded me not to secede, from her fears 
that I should be exposed to some injur y. Levi CkxcE. 

Abraham Wilkinson , having taken the affirmation, says, “I reside in North 
Providence, and am a manufacturer; 1 am not a freemason, and never have 
been, and I don’t think I ever shall be. 

[Question by Committee .] Have you ever heard any mason or masons 
* express his or their approbation of the kilting of Morgan; if so, who were 
they, what did they say, and on what occasions, and where? 

Ans. After the news came to our village of the abduction of Morgan, on 
several occasions I have heard masons speak on this subject; some would 
justify the killing of Morgan, and some would not: I have now but one person 
in my recollection who justified the killing. This is Samuel Greene, then re- 
siding in North Providence, but now of Smithfield. He said, that if Morgan 
had disclosed the secrets of masonry, he did not see why any body need to 
eomplain, for he had suffered no more than his deserts, or what he had agreed 
to; either one or the other of these expressions he made use of. I think this dec- 
laration was made in the New England Pacific Bank, or by the door of the 
Bank. There were several persons present; I think William Harris was 
present. I think this was in 1828$ I cannot say positively that William 
Harris was present, but 1 believe he was present. I think there were sev- 
eral persons present: I can’t say how many. The subject of the abduction 
aqd murder of Morgan was introduced by some one; 1 do not recollect posi- 
tively by whom, but as likely by me as any body; for I very early took an inter- 
est’ in this subject, and was considerably excited on the subject. There was 
air argument between me and Samuel Greene on the subject. He appeared 
to be some considerably excited; he seemed to speak with his usual degree* 
of warmth. I have had a great many conversations with masons on this sub- 
ject; and some would seem to justify the killing of Morgan and some would 
not justify it; but they would all seem to wish to get rid of it; would smile 
and rather laugh at the excitement. These expressions, “ Morgan was a 
poor, dissipated, perjured rascal; he received no more than his deserts, and 
you are meddling with that which was none of your business,” have been fre- 
quently made to me by masons. I cannot recollect by whom these express- 
ions were made, or when. When I have mentioned the subject, and spoke of 
Morgan’s poor wife and children, these masons would reply, that “she was not 
his wife, but a poor prostitute picked up in the streets of Philadelphia.” Tho 
person who made this expression I think was Col. Brastow, of the Manufac- 
turer’s Hotel in Providence. I have been threatened for my attempts to in- 
vestigate this subject. I was in the Roger Williams Bank in Providence 
some time in the year 1828, or the fore part of the year 1829; there was no 
one present but the cashier, Nathaniel Smith, and William Harris; and Sam- 
uel E. Gardner came in and says, “ How do you do, Mr. Wilkinson?” and I 
replied, “ how do you do?” He says, “ I understand that you are an encour- 
ager or^patroniser of that Free Press at Pawtucket.” 1 replied, “ suppose 
I am, is there any thing unlawful in it, that I have not a right to do?” He 
says “It will do you more injury than any thing you ever did in your life.” I 
said “You alarm me; be good enough to tell me how I am to be injured in dd* 
ing that.” He says “It will be done by an unseen hand.” I do not recollect 
that any other conversation passed. I thought this was about far enough. 

[Question by committee ] Are you well acquainted with Samuel E. Gard- 
ner, if 90 , is he not a warm tempered young man; rather hasty and intemper- 
ate of speech frequently; and did you consider what he said as merely in char»- 
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acter and in bravado, or did you consider it a serious threat and warning, in- 
tended to be carried into execution? 

Ans. I have been well acquainted with him something like fifteen years; he 
is a pretty free rifled man in his conversation ; speaks his mind freely, and in- 
dependently. I could not tell what he meant, but his countenance looked 
pretty white, and as if he spoke the sentiments of his heart. I was impress- 
ed seriously by what he said, with the conviction of the danger I was in, and 
have ever since remained so impressed. There has been nothing occurred 
since to remove or lessen that impression, but on th© contrary many things 
have occurred to strengthen and increase it. 

Ques. Were, or were not, your sentiments formerly favorable to masonry’ 

Ans. They wer$. I never withdrew my confidence from masonry, judging 
it by masons whom I knew, until the Morgan affair. I had many friends, 
who were masons, from the time I was twenty-one years old; I used to open 
my doors to them on public occasions, and joined with them in their festivities 
so far as I could without being initiated, and this confidence I never have 
withdrawn. 

Ques. Have you, in conversation with Samuel Greene, called the masonic 
hall in Providence, thg slaughter house ? 

Ans. I have so called said hall, but do not recollect whether in conversa- 
tion with Samuel Greene or not; and I have so called said hall several times. 
I did this in conversation, but not meaning that any body had been murdered 
in tbat hall; but I meant to apply it to the institution or government of ma- 
sonry. I meant that the laws and principles of masonry lead to the commis- 
sion of such crimes. I consider that the penalties of the masonic obligations 
have kept the secrets of masonry so long. I have said that I believed mason- 
ry has been the cause of the death of hundreds and hundreds, and I still be- 
lieve it. I have evidence, that satisfied my mind, that sycb has been the 
tact. This evidence is the account of the murder of Morgan, and the account 
'of the murder of the author of a book called Jachin and Boaz. I do not 
denow, who was the author of this book; I have seen his name in some pub- 
lication; I do not know what publication or when. 

Quest. How long ago was it that the author of Jachin and Boaz was sup- 
posed to be murdered? 

Ans. I have no data with me by which I can ascertain; I don’t know that 
1 have any at home; ray memory don’t fix on any time. 

Quest. From any impression now on your mind, or from any recollection of 
documents, can you say whether that event took place one hundred, or two 
hundred years ago, more or less ? 

Ans. My impression now is that it was an hundred years ago; but I have 
no certain recollection; I had rather refer to some document for more certain- 
ty, my impression now is, that it was one Samuel Pritchard who was mt|rder- 
ed somewhat over one hundred years ago, and that masonry in consequence, 
at that time, dwindled down to nothing, and was made a laughing stock to 
the boys in the streets. 

Quest. What other evidence have you for believing that hundreds and hun- 
dreds of persons have been murdered by masons in consequence of their ma- 
sonic obligations? 

Ans. The accounts that one Murdock was murdered in the State of New- 
Tork about thirty years ago. These accounts are what have been published 
in the paper called the National Observer, at Albany, May 16, 1828; also 
the same paper of April 11th, 1828. 

Quest. Have you ever said that you believed that five hundred masons had 
been murdered in St. John’s Hall in Providence ? 

Ans. I never said so, neither did ever think so. I have no sufficient evi- 
dence to satisfy me that any person had been murdered by masons in this State. 
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Ques. Have you any other evidence or information to communicate on this 
subject? Ans. [ would communicate the account of the murder of Morgan 
published in the Daily Advertiser and American, extra, dated March 1831; 
and the Lockport trials reported in the Albany Journal of March 25th 1831 ; 
and the account of the murder of Murdock in the Free Press, published at 
lloston, June 11th, 1830: and also would refer the committee to the account 
of the origin of the holy royal arch chapter in the Antimasooic Review, 2 vol. 
page 234, and also to the account of the murder of William Miller in the same 
book, page 160; and I would also exhibit a print styled “Illustrations of Ma- 
aonry,” representing the murder of Samuel Pritchard and William Morgan. 
I would also refer to the account of the murder of Archiba) Kennedy, referred 
to In the report of the proceedings of the antimasonic state convention of Mass- 
achusetts, May 19th and 20th, 1831, page 10th; also to Webb’s Monitor, 
New-York edition, 238 page, relative to punishment of death. 

Ques. Have you not seen publications denying the murder of William Mil- 
ler. Ans. I have. Abraham Wilkinson. 

a 

William Hams having taken the affirmation says. I reside in Nortfi- 
Irovidence, and am a manufacturer. I recollect a conversation by Samuel 
Greene in Pawtucket, on the subject of the murder of Morgan, said Greene 
•aid, “that if Morgan had been guilty of disclosing the secrets of masonry, 
•s he had been charged with doing, he had suffered justly,” or expressions to 
that effect. I believe that I have heard one other mason justify the murder 

Morgan; this mason was Barney Merry of North Providence, recently 
grand master of the lodge. Said Merry’s expressions were very much to the 
•ame effect as those uttgred by said Greene. 'I am not a mason and never 
liave been. I was once encouraged about ten or twelve years ago or more by. 
Jfr. Hozekjah Howe, formerly of North Providence, but now residing in the 
State of New-York, to join the lodge; and I then asked him whether if I 
•bould by any means, sleeping or waking, disclose any of the masonic secrets, 
•r oaths, vVhat would be the consequence ? And he answered, very solemnly, 
*death.” Said Howe now ryides, as I understand, at Mr. David- Wilkin- 
■on’s manufacturing establishment near Albany, N. Y.; and he is a royal 
arch mason, as I have been informed. Said Howe was a man that spake 
very freely. I do not know of any other conversations of this kind on ma- 
sonry that is important. 

I will state one other circumstance; about two years since, I was in con- 
versation with a person who had been a master of a vessel and who had been 
a high mason/ — his name was Chace James, — I think he belonged formerly 
oa the Cape; — now resides in Pawtucket. He stated to me that in a cer- 
tain voyage he had made, when he was mate, (Chace had then been captain 
twenty-five years,) he said their vessel was in distress when they saw a 
French veuel approaching. I think, but am not positive; the captain, he said, 
gate 'the foreign vessel a masonic signal, but did not bring her too; he, the 
captain, came to Chace and stated the circumstance, that he could not bring 
the vessel too, he Chace then undertook it himself, as being a higher mason 
from what I could draw from him; and after hailing the ship gave a masonic 
kignal, and in relating this he repeated the same signal in my view, not 
knowing that I, the witness, was versed in masonic signals. I upon this stat- 
ed to said Chacej I knowhow you brought too this vessel — you gave the grand 
bailing sign, as you have now given it to me. When said Chace discovered , 
his mistake in using this sign in my presence; I not being a mason; he beg- 
ged of me not to name the circumstance to any person; for he was fearful 
that the masons would serve him as they had served Morgan — and I could 
plainly perceive by his feelings that be was alarmed: it struck me so. I then 
stated to said Chace, that I would not injure him. This was my difficulty 



about my declining; at first in this statement to give the name of said Chaw. I 
I then stated to him the observation of Solomon Sontbwick, that he, Sooth- 
wick, “had for some time felt himself in jeopardy of his life, but there was 
one consolation, that masonry had already killed one too many to attempt it 
again.” * 1 

Quest. Was this remark made by South wick at the time he was a can- 
didate for governor ? 1 

Ans. 1 think it was a little before he was a candidate. 

Quest. Were you then intimately acquainted with the masonic signs sod 
for how many degrees; how did you acquire your knowledge of them; and 
what was your inducement for making a study of the masonic signs? 

Ans. I am troubled with a short memory, and could not give many of 1 
said signs. I had studied Bernard’s Light on Masonry, f think he goes to 
forty-four degrees. My inducement for pursuing this study was to watch the 
operations of masonry, which I have for the last twelve years. 

Quest. Were you one of the signers of the antimasonic memorial to the 
General Assembly, and a member of the late Antimasonic State Convention, 1 
so called? 

Ans. I was; and for attending the first antimasonic convention I wai - 
accosted by a friend, a high mason, who stated tome, with a great deal 
of earnestness, that I had better keep in the back ground; that he was per- 
suaded, that it would be very much to my injury to have my name made used - 
in that way; he said I might do as much in the back ground and push tin 
thing as hard as I pleased against masonry; but as a friend he prayed that I 
would not come forward in the way that I had. This friend of mine was * 
Crawford Titus, now of Warwick, R. I. 4 

Quest. Was you present in the Antimasonic State Convention when that s 
convention resolved and declared itself to be a political party; and if so did : 
you vote for that resolution ? " 

Ans. I was present at that convention, and think I voted for said resohi- s 
lion. I do approve of it, and am a political antiraason. - 

Quest. Was it not the circumstance that these conventions had assumed r 
the character of a political party, that your friend Mr. Titus gave you this : 
friendly advice ? i 

Ans. I do not know but it might be. *. 

Quest. When Samuel Greene made the declaration before alluded to, wi» \ 
he in an argument on the subject of masonry, and was this the case with ] 
Barney Merry ? • i 

Ans. I think said Greene was in an argument on the subject of masoorj, i 
and I thought his feelings were rather excited, by the looks of his eye. It wit 
from some question put to said Merry, Jtbat be made the declaration be- 
fore stated; I think I told him that Morgan was murdered, or kidnapped, 
or something like it. Merry is a very cool man. This conversation with said 
Merry, I thiuk was a year or more after the news of Morgan’s murder was is 
circulation. 

Quest. At what time was Bernard’s light on Masonry published? 

Ans. I think in the summer, or fall of 1829. 

Quest. Was there not just previous to the excitement on the subject of ma-; 
sonry, a strong party feeling in Pawtucket? ' 

Ans. There was. # 

Quest, was there net an unusual bitterness of feeling in that community? 
Ans. There was. 

Quest. Had one' or more of the principal members in the lodge in that 
place had a law suit with your father in law, Mr. .Abraham Wilkinson, knows ; 
by the name of the seargent trench case. 
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- Ana. David Wilkinson, & mason, and a member of that lodge I presume, 
was a party to said law suit. 

■Quest. Were you present at the time of the conversation between Abra- 
ham Wilkinson and Samuel E. Gardner in the Roger Williams Bank, men- 
tioned in the deposition of said Wilkinson, and did you hear the conversation? 

Ans. I was present and heard the part of said conversation, in which said 
'Gardner said “it would be done by an unseen hand.” 

William Harris. 

To the Honourable, Committee of the State of Rhode Island, &c. for the 
purpose of investigating the charges against freemasonry. 

Gentlemen — I should not presume to trouble you, were it not, for the fact 
that my name has been made use of by Messrs. Abm. Wilkinson and Wm. 
Harris, in their examination before you in Providence: that^only must be my 
--apology, for trespassing on your time in stating the conversation I had with 
them in September, 1828, in the Roger William’s Bank, in Providence, via: 
I went into the Roger William’s Bank in Sept. 1828. Mr. Abm. Wilkinson 
and Mr. W. Harris was in the bank, Mr. Smith and his clerk, behind the 
counter, Mr. Wilkinson said to me I wish you to renew one half of our note 
due your bank (Lime Rock, R. I.) of $1293,15, due the 20th instant. I 
Raid to Mr. Wilkinson, that the wants of the bank were such that we could 
aot do it, or comply with his request. Mr. Wilkinson then said, then you 
will have the honour of having one of our notes protested. I told Mr. Wil- 
kinson that if he was as great a general as he was stated to be in the 
Cadet, I did not believe he would let his note be protested. Mr. Wilkinson 
said that was what that nasty, little, stinking Sturtevant had written, and 
made several personal allusions respecting masonry, and bis brother David. 
Mr. W r ilkinson then said that Sturtevant met him in the street in Pawtucket, 
and asked him if he had made use of the above language. Mr. Wilkinson 
told him he had not, for he left out the word stinking. At the August 
town meeting, Mr. Wilkinson said he told him to stand further off as be did 
not wish to be made drunk so early in the morning by inhaling his breath, and 
said a good deal more respecting town meeting and voting in August. I ask- 
ed Mr. Wilkinson how much money he subscribed for the Pawtucket Herald, 
he said I could find out by going or calling at the office. I told 'Mr. W. 
Harris that I understood he put in $1000, he said only $500, and I think then 
went out, but I am not positive. I then told Mr. Wilkinson that it was the 
worst business he ever undertook. Mr. Wilkinson said, in great warmth, 
you tell me I have undertaken a bad business! I never was told so in all my life 
before. I then told Mr. Wilkinson he could not discover the hand that might 
injure him ; or words to that import. Mr. Wilkinson said in reply, greatly 
agitated, my God, am I to have my throat cut, and I not know it !,No, I 
will sooner lay down on nay belly and eat dirt, before I will come to the Lime 
Rock Bank, for an other favour, and I will whip my dogs out of your track or 
path immediately. So ended the conversation. 

I will now explain — We were both labouring under great excitement at 
time, and one word will often bring on another in reply, and it being some- 
what my disposition to irritate Mr. WilkinsoiT, the words spoken were with- 
out any future meaning, nor were intended to have been remembered by me, 
much more to have had them brought in question to establish a thing, that I 
spoke the sentiments of masonry, or that any otberlperson should suffer for my 
indiscretion in use of words; c when excited, a great many things are often said 
in haste, without meaning or sense in order to maintain your ground or irri- 
tate the .person with whom you are conversing, and should not be Jaid to 
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charge him criminally, or subject others more reserved in contersation to 
blame. I remain, yours, respectfully; 

Samuel E. Gardner. 

J Barney Merry , of North Providence, Rhode Island, manufacturer, swore 
says, in answer to the following questions. 

Do you recollect the conversation imputed to you by William Harris in his 
deposition now read to you ? 

Ans. I do not recollect any such conversation; I have reflected upon this 
subject and have endeavored to bring it to my mind, but cannot recollect any 
aucb conversation. I never have deliberately justified the murder of Morgan 
in any manner whatever, or the conduct of those masons, who were concerned 
in that transaction. 

Question by request of Waller Paine, Jr. Did youjnot take in the 
Knight Templar’s degree an obligation called the fifth libation ? if so, is it 
not considered and explained by masons, of that degree to be the. seal of all 
your former oaths and the most serious of any obligation administered in the 
institution ? 

Ans. I shall decline answering this question. 

Question by the committee . Did you take in the Knight Templar’s degree 
the obligation read to you from Bernard’s light on masonry, page 164, called 
the fifth libation, and commencing with the words, “ This pure tci«e,”&c. ? 

Ans. I did not. 

Question by request oj Joseph S. Cook Did yon ever take any masonic 
obligation which you thought would conflict with your civil, moral, religions, 
or social obligations? 

Ans. I never did. 

Question by request of William Harris. Did you not in this house ob- 
serve to me in speaking of my evidence, after saying you did not recollect it, 
observe that if you did make such a declaration, it must have been in reference 
to the oaths in masonry ? 

Ans. I do not recollect any such conversation ; I had some conversation 
with you on the subject of your evidence, and observed to you, that I could 
not recollect any such declaration as you had imputed to me; that if I ever 
had made any such declaration it must have been in consequence of some un- 
reasonable charge against masons, and under the excitement of my feelings is 
consequence of such charge. 

Question at the request of William Harris. Have you at any time, since 
the excitement against masonry, in the capacity of grand master, visited the 
lodges in this State, with the view of explaining the oatbs or obligations, or 
to induce them not to give up their charters. Please explain minutely the 
purpose of said visitation to any or all of the lodges in this State? 

Ans. I never have visited the lodges for that purpose. 

Question by the request of the same. Have you ever as grand master re" 
ceived any masonic communications from the grand lodges in other states, o* 
their officers. And if so what was the nature of those communications? 

' Ans. 1 never have, as an individual, received any communications from th# 
grand lodges or their officers in other States; and the only communication# 
ever received by the grand lodge in this state since I have been a member^ 
from such grand lodges, or their officers, have been notices of their proceeding# 
at their annual election of officers; and these communications are at the serr 
vice of, and may be seen by the committee. 

Question by request of Benjamin F. Halleit. A charge from Webb’* 
Monitor, page 72, has repeatedly been read in the course of this investigation 
by the committee. In that charge this sentence occurs, “ Be true and 
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faithful, and imitate the example of that celebrated Artist, whom yon this eve- 
aing represent.” Please explain the allusion and meaning of this part of 
said charge, and the nature and object of the representation there alluded 
to, with its reference to masonic penalties. 

Please state whether the following' injunction or the like occurs in one of 
the lectures of the master mason’s degree, referring to the same representa- 
tion alluded to in the above charge addressed to the candidate, viz 
<c Brother A. before we can proceed any further with you, in this solemn cer- 
emony, it will be necessary for you to travel in order to convince the breth- 
ren of your fidelity and fortitude; In the course of your travels you may meet 
with ruffians who will endeavor to extort from you the secrets of a master 
masons. Some will go so far brother. A. as dven to threaten to take your 
life, but you must be prepared even to lay down your life, rather than to re- ^ 
▼eal any of the secrets of freemasonry that have been communicated to you* 
Therefore on your firm fidelity and fortitude, rest our further favors.” 

Ans. I shall decline answering this question. 

Question by request oj Joseph S. Cook . Do you consider the question ha 
alluding to part of the ceremonies, which you do not think material to the pub- 
lic, as a reason why you decline answering it? 

Ans. This is the only reason why I decline answering this question. 

Question by the committee . Can the masonic ceremonies, signs, manner 
at working, and what are called the secrets of masonry in any way directly 
or indirectly, affect the rights or interest of any person not a mason? 

Ans. They cannot to his injury so far as I am acquainted. They are 
confined exclusively to masons. 

Question by request of Benjamin F. Halietl . If a mason is required to 
suffer his life to be taken, rather than have the secrets of masonry extorted 
from him, ought he not to suffer imprisonment and death, sooner than disclose 
the secrets if called upon in a court of Law, and compelled to disclose tjie*n 
tinder his civil oath ? 

Ans. This is an extreme case which I know nothing about, and cannot tell 
what a mason ought to do in such a case. And I cannot conceive any possi - 4 
able case in which it would be the duty of any court to require a mason to re-' 
▼eal his masonic secrets, or if such secrets should be revealed they could 
affeat directly or indirectly the rights or interest of any person not a mason. 

Question by request oj Benjamin F. Haliett. May not masonic signs and 
secrets be used by bad men as a medium of communication and concert, dan- 
gerous to the rights of those who are not masons? 

Ans. I do not know what might be done by bad men; and I do not 
think that masons could use the signs and secrets in this way/ and act upon 
the principles of masonry. 

Question by committee . Is not this principle taught in masonry, to suffer 
death rather than disclose the secrets ? 

Ans. Such a principle is not at. all taught in masonry. 

Question by request of J. Freize . If satisfied that masonic secrets conflict- 
ed with the duties of a good citizen, would not your obligations and charges 
as you understand them, require of you to give up those secrets in obedience 
to your civil oaths ? 

Ans. They would require me so to give those secrets. 

Question by Benjamin F, Haliett. If a mason were to give the masonic 
sign to a masonic juror, and that juror be induced thereby, to aid him as a 
brother mason, against one who was not a mason, could not this secret of 
masonry in such a case affect the rights of those who are not masons ? 

Ans. I never knew of any such case, and no respectable mason could receive 
any sack communication, as it would be in direct opposition to the princi- 
ples of masonry. 
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Question by request of Abraham Wilkinson. Would not a mason on trial 
have secret means of communication with a judge or juror, who was a mason, 
which one, not a mason could not have ? 

Ans. Masons have certain signs which they occasionally make use of to 
recognize each other; these signs are made use of by masons for masonic in- 
tercourse, and to enable masons to know each other, and for no other purpose 
whatever. I never knew the signs made use of to obstruct the cause of 
justice. Barney Merry. 

Samuel Greene , of Smithfield, in Rhode Island, manufacturer, sworn, says, 
I am a Maiu>n, and have taken the several degrees in Masonry, the Royal 
Arch degree and several of the degrees in Knighthood. 

Did you utter the declaration in these words, that “ if Morgan had disclosed 
the secrets of Masonry,” you “ did not see why any body need complain, for 
he had suffered no more than bis deserts or what he^had agreed to,’’ imputed 
to you by Abraham Wilkinson in his deposition now read to you ? 

Answer. I never uttered any thing like this declaration to him. There 
was some conversation about Morgan, and there was a good deal of warmth 
expressed on both aides between myself and the other persons. The expres- 
sion which I made use of as near as I recollect, ^as that “ Morgan was a 
great scoundrel according to his own showing ; and perhaps got nothing more 
than justice and J further said too, I thought that the Anti-Masons ought 
not to complain as long as Masons only killed Masons, and perhaps that would 
be a better way to get rid of such scamps as we masons were. This decla- 
ration was not made to Abraham Wilkinson. When I uttered these declara- 
tions I was a good deal irritated. I never intended to approbate the killing 
of Morgan, for I detested it as much as any man could. Alter uttering these 
declarations and having heard that Abraham Wilkinson and William Harris 
had stated in the streets that I had justified the murder of Morgan, I saw 
said Wilkinson, I think, at (he New England Pacific Bank ; and in conver- 
sation with him he charged me with these things, and I told him it was a 
misrepresentation, and endeavored to explain to him what I had said on tbii 
subject and in what manner I said it. He had said a great many irritating 
things ; called the masonic hall in Pawtucket a slaughter house ; said* if I did 
not leave that abominable, stinking, blood stained order, my character would 
stink above ground. I do not positively recollect to whom I uttered the said 
declarations, but I think it was a chap by the name of Cfafiin, who had bees 
in the employment of said Wilkinson ; and he made himself busy in making 
mischief between me and said Wilkinson. I have no recollection of utter- 
ing any such expression as is imputed to me by William Harris in his 
deposition now read to me. I have stated to William Harris more than once 
or twice, that I never had taken any obligations in masonry which would 
influence me to do any thing improper, as a good citizen or neighbor, and that 
I considered myself bound by my masonic obligations to support the laws of the 

f overnment under which 1 lived, and to be a good, quiet and peaceable citizen. 

[e replied at the time that he did not doubt that such was the case with me, 
but be believed it was different with some other masons: that be bad no fault to 
find with me as a neighbor or citizen. Mr. Harris said he would take mj 
word on any subject but that of masonry, and then he would not believe what I 
aaid because he considered I was sworn to lie. 

Did you utter to any person or persons declarations similar to that uttered 
to Claflin ? 

Answer* I bave no recollection of it. 

In answer to a question. I recollect that the general features of the royal 
Arch mason’s obligation read to me from paper marked [B] are the same M 



the oath. which I took, and I do not recollect any variations. I do not recol- 
lect to have heard of any of the variations, from the bath now read to me 
from paper marked [E] as laid down in the obligation in Allyn’s Ritual, pages 
143, 4, 5 and 6, administered in any chapter. 

In answer to a question by request. I cannot say whether there was or 
was not any thing it the royal arch oath, which bound me to keep the 
lecrets of a companion royal arch mason. It is a number of years since 
I heard this oath administered, not having been in the habit of visiting lodges 
and chapters for the last several years, excepting occasionally at the election 
>f officers. 

In answer to a question. I say that I have no recollection of having taken 
the thrice illustrious knights of i he cross. 

In answer to a question. I was present at a lodge in Pawtucket, hut 
cannot recollect what year, when something was instituted to prevent impo- 
sitions on the lodges. I think this was called a check. The reason given for 
instituting this check was to guard against impositions. Samuel Gkeene. 

Daniel Greene , having taken the affirmation, says, I reside in the village 
of Pawtucket, and am a minister of the gospel by profession. 

Question by committee . Do you recollect a conversation stated in a depo- 
sition given by Levi Chace, and now read to you, which conversation is rela- 
ted by said Chace in the words following viz: “ Elder Daniel Greene of Paw- 
tucket, came in and said he wanted to speak with me ; he then, after we 
retired into a room, asked me, if I had visited a lodge lately; and I told him 
no, I did not know that I ever should again, he then asked me if I knew that I 
could not get into a lodge. I observed to him that I thought that I could; 
he observed that he had reference to a particular circumstance that had taken 
place. I asked him what circumstance ? He observed that he had refer- 
ence to Morgan’s illustration, a book so called ; that on that account the 
lodges had passed another degree or check word, in order to stop book ma- 
sons, (having reference to the book before mentioned,) but observed if you had 
been here last evening, I could have vouched for you, and you could have 
taken the degree or check word. I then asked him if that book was true, and 
he answered with a nod of his head. I then asked him if Morgan had been 
murdered ; he said he dare not say any thing to me on that subject, no oth- 
erwise than he would then say to me no doubt he had suffered his just deserts 
according to his obligation. He then taking me by each arm said, I suppose 
that he had his choice ?” 

Answer. I recollect, if my memory serves me, of having three conversa- 
tions on the subject of masonry with said Levi Chace. The first conversation 
Was at Capt. Baker’s ; I sat some time in the room at Capt. Baker’s and 
conversed on other subjects, and previous to our parting, we went into the 
other room, (I being familiarly acquainted with the family,) and I then asked 
Said Chace if he had visited a lodge lately? (we standing up and conversing but 
a few minutes,) he replied he had not. I told him I doubted whether he would ’ 
be able at that time'to get into a lodge, if he had not visited one lately, as there* 
was a good deal of excitement in consequence of many books and some impos- 
tors that were about; that the grand lodge had taken a great deal of precaution 
and had instituted something new among them to prevent these impostures ; 
that if he had not learned that, he would not be able to visit a lodge until he 
had, and I should advise him to get it iinmeditfely if be intended to visit a 
lodge. I think I observed to him that if be had been here last evening, I 
could have vouched for him, and he could have got what the grand lodge lad 
instituted ; but that he could not get it except at the lodge where he belonged, 
unless some one could vouch for him. There was no conversation at that time 



between said Chace and myself respecting the murder of William Morgan.— 
I had a conversation with said Chace on this* subject at my house ; we were 
alone by ourselves ; the substance of the conversation was this. He asked 
vne if I thought that Morgan was murdered ? I replied that according to the 
best accounts I could get I belieVed that Morgan was murdered. He then 
asked me if I believed that the masons did it ? I told* him .1 believed they 
had done it according to the accounts in the papers which I had read. The 
expressions which I then made use of were these : I told him, that I thought 
k was an awful thing before God, but that we were not to blame for what 
others did ; and that there was no society but what had its bad members. I 
never justified the murder of William Morgan in any conversation with said 
CJhace or before any man living, in any way whatever. 

Ansioers to the several questions hereunto annexed , on paper marked [D.] 
Answer to 1st. I have taken all the masonic degrees lVregular succession 
Hp to the degree of knight templar, inclusive, as administered by the regular 
lodge in Pawtucket, and by .the chapter and encampment in Providence, and 
in said lodge, chapter and encampment. I cannot recollect by whom the 
several oaths and obligations were administered ; this can be ascertained bjr 
referring to the records. ' 

Answer to 2d. I have not read Bernard’s Light on Masonry or Allyn’i 
Ritual. 

Question. Are the oaths or obligations in the entered apprentice’s, fellow 
craft’s and master mason’s degrees now read to you from paper marked [A] 
substantially the same oaths and obligations which were administered to yoa 
on taking these several degrees ? 

Answer. According to the best of my recollection fhey are substantially 
the same. 


Quest. Was this clause ip the obligation which you took on receiving the 
master mason’s degree, viz. “ I do promise and swear, that if any part of 
this obligation be omitted at this time, I will hold myself amenable thereto 
whenever informed ?” 

Ans. It was not; I never heard it before, or any thing of the kind. 

Quest. Was there in the master’s oath which you took any thing relative 
to the grand hailing sign of distress ? 

Ans. I do not remember anj thing about such a clause. 

Ans. to 10th. I did not understand that I gave any such jurisdiction; or 
that I was to exercise it over others. 

Ans. to 14th. I did not. I have always understood it to be a charitable 
institution; and I have found it to be sneh. 

Ans. to 16th. I never did. 

Aps. to 17th. I never did. 

Ans. to 18th. They do strictly. 

- Ans. to 10th. I never did. 

Ans. to 20th. To the first part of the question I say, I did not. To sec* 
ond part of the question I say, I should conduct in such case in the same waj, 
at towards a brother in the church. 

Ans. to 21st. I never did. 

Ans. to22d. I never did. 

Ans. to 23d. I consider that these several obligations can never come is 
conflict with each other. 

Ans. to 25th. I never visited but one lodge in another state; and I do not 
knqw that I discovered any difference in this respect in that lodge. 

Ans.. to 26th. I do not know any thing about this subject. 

Ant. to 27tb. 1 do not know. 

Ans. to 28th. I do not know any thing about it; l do not know, that I 
have visited a lodge since that time; but 1 may have. 
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Aos. to 31st. 1 do not know any thing about it. 

Question by request. Did you ever learn masonically, or any other way in 
vhieh you placed confidence, tbat Morgan was about to, or had disclosed 
I le secrets and oaths of masonry ? 

Ans. I never knew any thing more about it, than what the antimasons 
old me, and what I have read in their books, papers, almanacs, &c. 

Ans. to 33d. T never heard. 

Ans. to 35. I do not know any thing about their funds, further than as I 
lave been concerned on committees in appropriating them for charitable pur* 
mses. 

Ans. to 36th. Tttere are certain signs and ceremonies by which a mason 
inters and leaves the lodge; and I never inquired into these sign&and cere- 
Bonies, so far as to ascertain whether they refer or have allusion particularly 
& the masonic obligations or not. I do not remember particularly whether 
nasons are taught that these signs and ceremonies refer to the masonic obliga- 
tions or not; but I presume they are taught all about it in the lectures. 

Question by request. In ^our entered apprentice’s oath, you bound your- 
self in no less penalty than having your throat cut across, &c;. to whom did 
four consider you bound yourself under that penalty? 

Ans. I did not consider that I gave power to any one to inflict such pun- 
isbment upon me. 

Question by request. Have you ever had any evidence to satisfy you that 
speculative freemasonry existed previous to 1717; if so what was that evi- 
dence. 

Ans. I always believed it to be an ancient insiftution; I never examined 
into the evidences of it critically. I have no particular evidence, other than 
the masonic monitor. 

Question by request. Have you ever held out the opinion to others, or be- 
lieved yourself that the Institution has existed 5831 years? 

Ans. I do not remember of having stated how old the Institution was. I 
believed it to be’ ancient. 

Question by request. Do you as a royal arch mason, consider yourself un- 
der stronger obligations to a brother royal a.ch mason, as respects charity, 
than you do to an entered apprentice? What is the object of having so many 
degrees in masonry, by means of which the various classes of masons have 
secrets to keep, not only from the world, but from each other b 

Ans. To first part of the question, I do not know that I do In answer to 
second part of the question, I say, I do not know what the object *vaa of hav- 
ing so many degrees in masonry. 

In answer to a question by request, I say, tbat I cannot recollect any thing 
about the obligation read to me from Bernard’s light on masonry, page 164, 
called the 5th libation. 

Question by request. Can you remember of ever drinking wine or its rep- 
resentative out of a human skull in an encampment? 

Ans. I do not know, that it can effect the interests of any person whether 
t have drank wine out of a skull, or out of a tin cup, or bason. 

Daniel Queens. f 

Charles F. Searle , of Providence, Rhode-Island, sworn, says, in answer to 
the following question: 

Quest, by the request of Moses Richardson. Did you ever bear Abraham 
Wilkinson say, that there had been 500, more or less, murders committed in 
mason’s hall in Providence or Pawtucket? 

Ans. In the latter part of the spring or tbs fire p$*t of this last* summer, I 
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think, but am not positive, Mr. Southworth and Mr. Abrahi Wifkiasoft wen 
conversing together near the market-house in Providence, on tnesubjeetefmfr’ 
sonry; a large "number of persons were collected around, perhaps fifty; Mr, 
South worth pointed to the masonic hall and asked Mr. Wilkinson hew sway 
men he supposed had been murdered in that lodge? Said Wilkinson n wfr 
ed, more than five hundred, you puppy ! He said it in an ironical way, and nit* 
ed a considerable laugh. They both appeared to be excited. 

Quest, by request of Abraham,Wilkinson. Do you know that I saw Mi 
point to the hall? 

Ans. I cannot say positively that you did. You and said Sonthworfh wen 
facing each other. 

Quest, by request of Abraham Wilkinson. Was not my answer appW 
generally to masonry, or by means of the institution? 

Ans. I do not know how others understood it, I understood it as applying ti 
masons. Charlbb F. Sum. 

Burringlon Anthony , of Providence, Marshall of the district of RMe* 
Island, sworn, says, I am not a freemason. 

Quest. Have you ever heard Abraham Wilkinson say that there had bees 
five hundred, more or less, murders committed in the mason’s hall in Provident* 
or Pawtucket ? ' 

Ans. Sometime ago I was coming out of Mr. Searle’s office, and beavfiM 
talk in the street near the market house, and this called my .attention to fin 
market-house window in front of the street. - The conversation appeared to W 
between Mr. Abraham Wilkinson and Mr. Southworth, and upon the'sabjestff 
masonry and antimasonryVhs 1 inferred from their remarks; and it apfesni 
to be toward the close of their conversation. The only words which I distinct* 
ly recollect were these. — Mr. Southworth said, how many do you think hsis 
been murdered in this hall ? (at the same time throwing his hand up towards fin 
masonic hall.) Said Wilkinson replied very quick, and rather in a passes, 
five hundred, you puppy ! These were the expressions as near as I can reesfled 
them. 

Quest, by request of Abraham Wilkinson. Do you know that I saw lni 
point at the hall? 

Ans. I do not know whether you saw him or not. 

Quest, by request of Abraham Wilkinson. In your conversations with Mr. 
Wilkinson at different times, on the subject of masonry, did you everim* 
him speak otherwise than of the institution; and did you ever hear him Wffif 
his opinions to its members ? 

Ans. I cannot recollect any particular conversations with him on that wh- 

ject. Burrington Ahthoht. 

John Gardner , of North Providence, manufacturer having taken the 
mation, says, in answer to the following question. 

Have you ever heard any freemason justify the murder of William Mmgtt* 

If so, who was the person, when and under what circumstances? 

; Ans. I cannot say that I have other than this ; about four yean ip 
I fell in with Morgan’s book, and with some other disclosures of mason? i 
and about that time I fell in conversation with Samuel Greene, then of fin* 1 
Providence, but now of Sraithfield; and I asked him respecting the tnftfi 
the disclosures by Morgan and others; and he^gave me rather an evasion •»* 
swer; and very soon began in this way, u he said that any person that nwH 
take them oaths and then disclose them, ought to suffer death.” Tie con- 
versation there stopped; I said no more to him nor die to me on the wit*** 
This** conversation took place in our store in Pawtucket, the I 
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father and myself being then in business together. Said Greene made this decla* 
ration deliberately. He went out of the store, and in the course of three or four 
•days after thjt he came in the same store, and then asked me if I bad reported 
that he had said, ‘it was good enough for Morgan if he was murdered. 9 1 told him 
I never had said so; and then asked him, if there was such a report in circu- 
lation, he said that there was . I told him then he need not lay it to me, for 
I never had said any thing about the conversation which took place a few days 
before, to any person; this was all that was said at that time on the subject. 

In answer to & question by the committee. 

I belong to that political party in this State, called political antimasons ; 
there is no mistake about that. 

Question by request . Were you a political antimason at the time of this 
conversation; if not why are you a political anrtimason now? 

Ans. At the time of this conversation I had rather a favorable opinion of 
masonry, and could not be considered as an antimason; since that time by 
reading the disclosures which have been published on the subject of masonry, 
and writings on this subject, for I read both sides; I became an antimason. 

In answer to a question by request. I hare never been a mason. 

Question by request. Did you ever hear Abraham Wilkinson, for any 
Other person say any thing about a murder said to be committed by masons in 
Rhode Island, if so please state it? 

Ans. I cannot say for certainty, that I have heard Abraham Wilkinson 
say any thing on this subject, I may have heard him speak of it. I do not 
know that I have heard any thing in particular said on this subject ; but I 
have heard the subject conversed upon frequently, and have also read the ac- 
count of it in the papers. 

In answer to a question by the committee. 

I never heard any person say, that he knew of any persons|being murdered 
in Rhode Island by masons. John Gardner. 

Ray Potter , of Pawtucket, Massachusetts, minister off the gospel, being 
sworn, says, I have taken one degree in masonry, but am not an adhering 
Mason. Rev. Moses Thaeher called on me I think in September or October, 
1831, and shew me a letter relative to the report or statement of said Thach- 
er, that a man had been murdered by the grand lodge in this State. This 
letter was from a man in the State of Maine or New Hampshire; there was 
an injunction of secrecy in the letter, that the name of the writer should not 
he revealed; and Mr. Thaeher held his thumb partly over the name of the 
writer. 1 do not know the name of the writer. His letter stated that the 
writer had seen the account of said Thaeher published in the Masonic Mir- 
ror. And the name of the person, who was said to have been made a mason 
illegally, was Delton C. Smith, who now resides in the state of New-YoA, 
and is the brother-in-law of Caleb Sayles; and said Smith has a brother now 
residing in Burrillville or Gloucester. The letter also represented that this 
affair, relative to the man’s being clandestinely made a mason, took place 
about thirty years ago. The object of the letter was to obtain the name of 
the person, who made said Smith a mason illegally. The writer of the letter 
formerly resided iu Rhode Island, as it appeared from the letter, and had 
forgotten the name of the person who illegally made said Smith a mason. Mr. 
Tdacher did not say any thing about what he had done in consequence of bis 
having received said letter. The letter contained no other reference to any 
other facts or circumstances relative to the alleged murder of the person, who 
made said Smith a mason illegally, than what I have before stated. 

Said Thaeher communicated to me no other facts or circumstances rela- 
tive to said alleged murder, than wbat he had before published in the papers. 
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I do not recollect the acme of the torn where the letter was dated; I saw the 
name of the town and think I saw the post mark. I never hare heard that 
•aid Thacher has made this letter known. 

Question by the committee. From all that yon found in thal letter, and 
all that Moses Thacher added to it, did you come to the conclusion and be- 
lief, that any such murder, as was by said Thacher or the writer of the let- 
ter hinted at or alluded to, had ever been committed? 

Ans. I did not come to any such conclusion. 

Ques. Have you ever mentioned and circulated the circumstances related 
in your last answer; have you done so frequently and publicly? 

Ans. I have spoken of them a number of times, from the time of the com- 
munication of Mr. Thacher to me. I have had some fears and suspicions 
that the murder was committed. My reasons for those fears and suspicions 
were that in the first place, I knew the penalty of the masonic obligations to 
be death in case of revealing the secrets; and if masons thought it right to 
annex such a penalty, thay might of course think it right to inflict their pen- 
alty for revealing the secrets, as evidently was the case of Morgan. These 
are all the reasons I have to give for my fears and suspicions. 

Question by the committee. Do you consider that an anonymous letter 
ought to be received by any man as evidence in relation to so high a charge 
as murder; especially when the person, who shews such a letter, is in some 
degree committed by making the charge, and is to be essentially benefited by 
the contents of such letter, or the impression it may make? 

Ans. I think not. 

In answer to a question by the committee. I had been conversing with said 
Thacher relative to his statement published in the papers alluding 
to the murder of a man said to have been made illegally a mason; and n coo- 
sequence of this conversation, he shew me the letter before referred to. 

Question by committee. Did you and Mr. Thacher have any conversa- 
tion about the murder itself, and about the circumstances of, and who proba- 
bly were concerned in it? 

Ans. I don’t recollect that we had any conversation upon the subject after 
the letter was produced, we were presently called to tea, if there was soj 
farther conversation, I can’t recollect it. 

Owes. $d. Did you consider that Mr. Thaeher put bis thumb on tbt 
name for the purpose of concealing it? 

Am. I did, 1 have ae doubt of that. 

Qaes. 3d. Did you notwithstanding endeavor to see it? What part of it i 
did you see? 

Am. I was desirous of seeing the name, and did see the Christian nano* 

I can’t recollect it; it appears to me that it began with an O, something like 
Orin, but I can’t recollect. Mr. Thacher appeared to be willing that I 
should see part of the name, and said he would give the whole name if the 
writer bad not requested that bis name should not be mentioned. 

In answer to a question by the committee. After seeing this letter I did 
, not. make any inquiry relative to said alleged murder, for I did not kso* 
where to inquire. 

In answer to a question by the committee. I was initiated in masonry is 
the lodge in Pawtucket village, Rhode Island, about ten or eleven years ago; 
and I publicly renounced masonry after the account of tlig abduction of Mo*’ 
gan. I was a mason about five years, and during that time my impressioBi 
were that the penalty of violating my masonic obligation w*s death; but I did 
not reflect upon the obligation; wheu I thought seriously of it, I renounced ms* 
•only. 

^ I n aMwerfo a question bj the committee. When Mr. Thacher called •■ 

I took that opportunity to inquire of him about the publication which be hid 
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made relative to the alleged murder; and I had no further conversation with 
him on the subject after that time. Said Thacher was so6n after a candidate 
for the senate of Massachusetts, Rat Pottrr. 


Willard Ballou , sworn, says, I reside in Warwick, R. I. and am a man- 
ufacturer. I have been and I am now a freemason. I have taken sevea 
degrees in masonry. I was admitted and took four degrees in Federal Lodge 
No. 80, in the town of Paris, New Y6rk ; and I took the other degrees in 
New Hartford, in the state of New York. I have been master of the War- 
wick Lodge, in Rhode Island, and I was master of that lodge in 1828. 

f have read Bernard’s Light on Masonry ; the oaths in that book, up to 
the 6th degree on masonry, inclusive, are substantially the same as the oaths 
which I took in these degrees, and the oaths which I have seen administered 
in the Manchester Lodge and Warwick Lodge, in Rhode Island* 

There is no difference between the oath in the first degree administered to 
me, and the oath I have seen administered in fhe said lodges in Rhode Island; 
and no material variation in the 2d degree. In the oath* in the master’s de- 
gree, in addition to the oath in Bernard, I swore to support the constitution 
of the grand lodge of the United States. The oaths which I heard adminis- 
tered in the Manchester lodge and in the Warwick lodge, were substantially 
the same as the oaths in Bernard’s light on masoury, except some clauses in 
these latter oaths were left out. One clause left out was the words that u 1 


will remember a brother master mason when on my knees before Almighty 
God and also the words, “ I will go on a master mason’s errand, Ac.” 

Question. Did you ever receive a letter in the royal arch cypher ? 

Answer. I did. And fhe letter now shown to me is the letter which I 
received. There was nothing in the letter except the cypher and a piece of 
blue paper. This cypher, when interpreted by the cyphers laid down in Ber- 
nard’s book, page 138, means u Revenge is sweet/* I do not know from 
whom this letter came. 

Questions by committee. 

1 st. Have you ever taken the degree of royal arch mason ? 

Ans. I have not. 

2d. Have you ever formally or publicly seceded or withdrawn yourself 
from masonry ? 

Ads. I never have. I signed a paper certifying that Elder R. Potter 
■gave the purport of the entered apprentice’s oath correct. This is all I have 
none. This was the 2oth of July last. ' 

3d. Have you means of ascertaining whether the letter came from a ma- 
son or an antimasoii ? 

Ans. I ha v? not. I can merely give ray supposition. The latter part 
of the year 1827, 1 think, I was at Manchester lodge ; there were two can- 
didates to be initiated that night* There was no one present that tele aged 
to the lodge that felt competent to give the obligation ; several members 
inquired for Morgan’s book that they might give the obligations out of that* 
I told of it afterwards ; that I suppose was the F.casoju of my receiving the 
letter from Connecticut. I know of no other. 

4th. What was the fourth degree that you received ? 

Ans. It was called the union degree. I never saw rt administered in 
this state. The seventh degree as I took it was the most excellent master. 
The penalty in the union degree, which I took, was to have my body severed 
from shoulder to hip diagonally. 

Ques. Did you ever know the word affirm used in administering masonic 

(Oaths ? 

Ans. I never did. Willard Ball??, 
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Barney Phelps, sworn, says, I reside in Smithfield, Rhode Island, and I 
am a machinist. I have taken three degrees in masonry. I am not now ai 
adhering mason ; but have not made a public renunciation. I took the three 
degrees in Columbia lodge, No. thirty-four in Brattleborough, Vt. The oaths 
administered to me were substantially the same as the oaths in the three de- 
grees in Bernard’s light on masonry. I received the degrees in the fall of 
1826. I think I considered the obligations binding about two years; and I 
was then convinced, that they were not binding. 

Quest. Did you ever hear any mason in a lodge or out of a lodge, justify 
the death of Morgan? 

Ans. I heard a mason say, that allowing that Morgan had got his throat 
cut from ear to ear; and allowing that the book which he had published was 
true, he had had justice done him, or words to that effect. The mason was 
Timothy Bracket of Guilford, Vt. and he uttered this declaration some that 
in October, 1830, I think. His declaration was made in the 'highway, is 
Guilford, near the door of his house ; his wife and my sister were present. I 
do notrecellect that any other persons were present. The subject of mason- 
ry was introduced by some one among us. I do not know whether said Brack- 
et was in anger or not; he did not appear to be. I and Mr. Bracket alwajs 
had been on friendly terms. Mr. Bracket is a paper maker, I believe — I do 
not know but he is a respectable man. • Bibnkt Phelm. 

Onrin Packard sworn, say, I 'reside in Cumberland, R. I. and sms 
blacksmith. I am a freemason, I have taken five degrees in masonry. I 
took the three first degrees in the Pacific lodge, at Amherst, Mass. I took 
the other two degrees in Mark lodge, Cumberland, R. I in the year 1827, 1 
think. 

Quest. What did you hear said in the grand lodge in said Cumberland rel- 
ative to the Morgan affair? • q 

Ans. At the annual election of the officers of the Cumberland lodge in 1827 
or 8 I think; there were officers of the grand lodge present at this time, is 
regular lodge meeting. These officers were Peter Grinell, Barney Merry, 
Richard Anthony grand master, and I think Samuel Greene and some other 
gentlemen from Providence. Mr. Anthony spoke about the death of Morgan 
and said there was no doubt that Morgan was killed; this was the first time I 
had heard of it. Mr. Anthony said probably it would come out in print shortly; 
and that he should read it in his family the same as any other print, and let it 
pass, or words to that effect. There was nothing else on this subject pasted 
at that time in the lodge. I do not consider myself hound by any of the »*- * 
sonic obligations which I took. Orrin Packard. 

John A, Kent , of North Providence, in the village of Pawtucket, sworn, 
says, -I am not and never have been a mason. 

Quest. -Have you ever heard any masons justify or palliate the murder of 
Morgan, if so, who were they, what where the declarations, when made, and 
under what circumstances ? 

Ans. Some time last summer, in the village of Pawtucket, Mr, Henry 
Lord stated to me, that “ if Morgan had revealed the secrets and obligations 
he bad just what he had agreed to have done; if any man would take such ob- 
ligations as he had and reveal them, be ought to suffer death.” 

Henry Lord, said he had taken twenty degrees in masonry, and said if 
he bad money he would go clear up, be stated this before three others, via >- 
William Bagly, Mr. Child, and Mr. Jonathan West. Said Lord is a ma- 
chinist and painter. I was speaking to said Lord about the murder of Mor- 
gau and asked him if masonry was so good a society, how they came to take 
the life of Morgan ? 
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In answer te a question by the committee. I hare been here more or less 
ever y da y since the committee hare been in session. I am an antimason X 
,bave come bere > and have attended this examim&tion of my own accord. ’ 

John A. Kent, 

. Henry Lardy of Providence, R. I. manufacturer, sworn, says, I am a 
freemason, and have taken the following degrees in masonry: three degrees 
I took in the state of Connecticut, and the higher degrees I took of Jeremy L. 
Cross. I took all the degrees regularly up to the degree of royal arch ma- 
son inclusive. I then was made a member of the select council. I took the 
following ineffable degrees, royal and select master, perfect master, oman 
eagle, and Mediterranean pass. 

Question by the committee. Do you recollect the conversation imputed to 
you by John A. Kent in his deposition now read to you relative to the murder 
of Morgan? 

Ans. Said John A. Kent used to be in the habit almost every day of speak- 
ing to me on this subject in a jocose manner, and he would clench me by the 
sock, and call me a murderer, and make use of many grimaces, exhibit the signs 
which are laid down in the antimasonic almanacks. I did not think he was 
serious,, until Mr. West told me that be had circulated reports about him.— 
After this time I had some conversation with said Kent, and told him that if 
Morgan was killed be was not killed by masons, for the principles of masonry 
did not justify such conduct. I never have uttered any such declaration as 
said Kent has imputed to me ; and have not said any thing to him justify- 
ing the murder of Morgan . And the inference which said Kent should have 
drawn from all my conversation on this subject was that I did not intend to 
justify the murder of Morgan, and that the principles of masonry did not jus- 
tify said murder. Our conversations on this subject were carried on in a jo- 
cose and ironical manner. 

Qucs/io» by request of B . Cranston . Has not said Kent spent most of 
his time in abusing masons ? 

Ans. At that time bis whole theme was on this subject; and the most of 
his conversation was blackguarding masons and masonry . 

Question by request of William Harris. You allude to the Mediterranean 
pass as being of advantage to those who have taken it, please to explain in 
what way it would be beneficial. 

Ans. At the time I took this degree, I took it with the officers of Commo- 
dore Decatur’s squadron, and at that time the United States were at war 
with tfie Turkish powers in the Mediterranean, and the degree would have 
been beneficial to suoh of our countrymen as might have fallen into the hands 
of their enemies. 

Question by request of J. S. Cook . Would it not in your opinion bavo 
been beneficial in softening the barbarous treatment towards prisoners. 

Ans. I think this was the object of this degree. 

Henry Loro. 

Caleb Sayles, of Wrentham, Massachusetts, manufacturer, sworn, says, 
in answer to the following questions. 

Question by the Committee. Have you seen a statement in the newspa- 
pers published by Rev. Moses Thacber, relative to a conversation said to 
have taken place between him and yourself on the a Hedged murder of a man 
in St. John’s hall ; and if so, is that statement a correct account of the con- 
versation which took place between said Thacber and yourself ? 

Answer. I have seen this statement published by said Tbacher, and it 
is not a correct account of the conversation between bint and myself. I pub- 
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lished a reply in the Masonic Mirror, in Boston, to the statement of nil 
Thacher; and tbit reply was a correct statement of the conversation betwesa 
said Thacher and myself. 

In answer to a question by the Committee. I am a freemason and hare 
taken twenty-five or six degrees in masonry, and I took the three first degrees 
in Watertown, in the state of New York ; I took all the other degrees, 
(except some ineffable degrees,) in Rhode Island. 

In answer to a question by the Committee. The statement to the public 
in reply to the statement of said Moses Thacher, relative to the murder 
alleged to have been committed by the grand lodge of Rhode Island, published 
in the Rhode Island American and Gazette, a newspaper printed in Provi- 
dence, September the 27th, 1831, and dated North Wrentham, Sept. 10j 
1831, is the same statement which I published in the Masonic Mirror ; and 
this statement is substantially true in every respect. I do not know the nans 
of the person who is said to have been murdered. I have made inquiries for 
the name of the person, but have not been able to ascertain it ; and I heard 
during the examination before this committee, that his name was Smith. I 
received the information which 1 communicated to said Thacher, from mj 
brother-in-law, Del win Smith, who, at the time I received said informatioe, 
resided in Watertown, in the state of New York; and I do not know whether 
my brother-in-law is now living or not. I have not heard from him in abort 
twelve years. 

Question by Committee. At the time of your conversation with Mr. Moses 
Thacher, as you have above stated, what was bis reply to the communica- 
tions you made to him; what opinion, if any, did he express on the occasion I 
Did he express any belief in the truth of the rumor or story ; did he express 
any opinion favorable or unfavorable to masonry; did he intimate any intention 
to quit the fraternity ? 

Answer. I do not recollect what reply said Thacher made, if any, or what 
■opinion he then expressed on my communication, if any ; and I do aot 
recollect that he did or did not express any opinion either favorable or us- 
favorable to masonry ; and 1 think he did not make any intimation about 
seceding from the fraternity, for if he had, I think that I should have remem- 
bered it. 

la answer to a question by the Committee. I have never bad any conver- 
sation with said Thacher on this subject since that time. 

Question by request of Walter Paine. Jr. Did you know that Mr. Thacher 
wan a mason at the time you held this conversation with him? 

Answer. I did. 

Question by request of Walter Paine, Jr. What was your motive in making 
this communication. 

Answer. My motive was to give him information of this circumstance is 
connexion with the Morgan affair. I do not recollect that I have ever stated 
any other reason for giving this information. 

Request of John S. Harris. 

Please to ask Mr. Sayles to answer the seven questions contained in the 
Boston “ Free Press” of October 12, 1831, And oblige yours, &c. 

The Hon. Com. J. S. HARRIS. 

By the Committee. Please give an answer to each of seven iaterrogatism 
hereunto annexed, taken from the Boston Free Press of October 12, 1831. 

1. Did you, or did you not, relate the same story to other masons, kemk 
members of St. Alban's l^odge ? 

2. You say, that the “ conversation with Mr. Thacher was in 1828 tad 
that “ soon after ” this conversation, you made inquiry in the “ back tewassf 
Rhode Island, in order that you might be satisfied, if possible, as a bums, 
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whether there was, in troth, any foundation for the t tory with whieh you had 
precipitately , alarmed your brethren. 99 Did you, or did you not, so late as 
the spring of 1829, relate the same story to a mason, who was not a member of 
St. Alban’s Lodge ? » 

S. Did, or did not, a freemason, who was also a knight templar, so late as 
the spring of 1829, ask you, in substance, if it was intended that masonic 
penalties should be executed , in case the oath of secrecy were violated ? 

4. Did you, or did you not, give it as your opinion, that it was the inten- 
tion of freemasonry, that the penalties should be executed, in case the oath of 
sfecrecy were violated ? 

5. Did you, or did you not, at that time, give this as a reason, why ma~ 
tonic penalties should be executed, “ That masonic law was older than civil 
law ?” 


6. Did you, or did yon not, give this- same mason to understand, that you, 
as one, would be willing to assist in executing the masonic penalty upon a de- 
linquent, who had violated his oath of secrecy ? 

7. In order to impress upon the mind of this freemason, that it was intended 
Masonic penalties should be executed, did you, or did you not, bring the Grand 
Lodge of Rhode Island, asaothority, by relating substantially the same story. 
With which you say, in 1828, you “ had precipitately alarmed your brethren ?’* 

Answer to 1st. I answer in the affirmative. 

Answer to 2d. I answer in the affirmative. 

, Answer to 3d. I answer in the negative. 

Answer to 4th. I answer in the negative. 

Answer to 5th. I answer in the negative. 

Answer to 6tb. I answer in the negative. 

Answer to 7th. I answer in the negative. 

Question by the Committee. Did you reply to the publication of said 
Thacher in the Boston Free Press of October the 12tb, 1831. 

Answer. I did reply to said publication of said Thacher, in the Masonic 
Mirror published in Boston ; I think, in October, 1831. Caleb Satles. 


Samuel Young , of Providence, grocer, sworn, says, I am a freemason and 
have taken seven degrees in masonry. 

Question by the committee . Have you heard the reports in circulation rel- 
ative to a man’s being murdered for disclosing masonic secrets? If so piease 
state what you know or have heard relative to this affair. 

Ans. I recollect that about two years ago there was a report in circula- 
tion and very prevalent in this town, that a man by the name of Smith, 1 
think his name was Thomas H. or Thomas S. Smith, had been murdered in 
it. John’s hall in Providence. I was very well acquainted with the wife of 
this said Smith, and she frequently visited my house since her husband has 
been missing; and I never beard her say or intimate that she thought or be- 
lieved that her husband had been murdered, she has told me that her husband 
Went away or absconded. I have understood that this Smith was the same 
man, who has been represented by Moses Thacher from the press and pulpit, 
to have been murdered in St. John’s hall. I never beard it reported that any 
other person was murdered in that hall, and therefore I drew the inference 
that said Thacher alluded to this Smith in the statements whish he has made 
-—said Smith formerly resided in Gloucester, in this State. 

Question by request of John Harris . Did you ever hear Mrs. Smith 
say, that her husband had been summoned before the lodge. And was not 
her maiden name Bowen, and was not Bowen a high mason? 

Ans. I never heard Mrs.* Smith say that her husband bad been summoned 
before the lodge. Mrs. Smith’s maiden name was, I think, Maria Bowen, 
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daughter of Doctor Bowen who formerly resided in Providence. I do net 
know whether her father was a mason or not. 

In annoer to a question by the committee, I never heard it rumored sr 
reported, that any other person, than said Smith, had been murdered in St 
John’s hall, or by the grand lodge, or by any other lodge, or by masona, in this 
gtate, Samuel Young. 

Thomas Truesdell , of Providence, merchant, having taken the affirmalm 
says, in answer to the following questions, says, 

Question by the committee. Have you heard the reports in circulation vel* 
tive to a man being murdered in St. John’s hall in Providence for disclosing 
masonic secrets. If so please state what you know or have heard relative fts 
this affair. 

Ans. It has been frequently reported that Thomas Smith, formerly of 
Gloucester in this State had been murdered in St. John’s hall in Providence. 
This report 1 think I heard about a year ago. I knew this Thomas Smith 
very well; and I think in 18521, he started to come to Providence from Gfon- . 
eester, and the report came in town that he had been robbed, and it wan fear- 
ed that he bad been made way with by the robbers; and considerable iaqufcy 
was made for him; and it iras reported that his horse and waggon was feud 
in Cranston or Johnston; and the supposition after this was, that he had gut 
to Kentucky or Ohio. He was owing the firm of Wheaton &, Truesdell aboat 
$550, and we sent our accounts out to a young man by the name of Brows, j 
son of Doct. Brown, then residing at Louisville, for collection; and the saiM jP 
year Mr. Wilder; the partner of Judge Jessee Tourtellott came from Ohio to i 
Providence by the way of New-Orleans, and upon inquiry be told me that b 
saw said Thomas Smith in New-Orleans; said Wilder said he felt satisfied ‘ 
that it was Thomas Smith whom he saw; as he approached said Smith in New 1 
Orleans Smith sheared off and did not give said Wilder a. chance te spook ^ 
with him, as he was ashamed to see said Wilder. This last fall I inquired ef J 
Judge Tourtellott whether he had seen 1 said Thomas Smith, and he said b ' 
had not; but that said Smith was in the neighbourhood of Cincinnati in tb ? 
year 18*21, as said Tourtelotte was informed by his friend. This Thomas I 
Smith is the same person who has been reported to have been murdered in St * 
John’s hall in this town; I have never heard of any other person’s being wa* 
dered in St. John’s hall or in any other masonic ball or by masons m thb 1 
State. I am not a freemason and have never been. Said Wilder was well 1 
acquainted with said Smith and was brought up in the same town with bin. 
The observations which said] Wilder made to me there, on my inquiriflg 
of him if he had seen Thomas Smith, he said yes, I saw him in New-Orleaai 
but did not speak to him; I tried to speak to him but be avoided me. I thea 
said to said Wilder are you sure you saw Thomas, and he replied yes, I aa 
sure of it, for I was brought up close by him. Thomas -T&uesoell. 

Lewis C. Brown, of Smithfield, Rhode Island, mill wright, sworn, 
in answer to the following questions. 

Answer to first general interrogatory, on paper marked D. I am a fret- 
mason, and have taken the several degrees in masonry up to the royal arch 
degree, inclusive. I took the three first degrees in the rooming star lodge ■ 
Cumberland, and the other degrees in the chapter in Providence; - and 1 *■ 
still an adhering mason, I do not attend lodges very often, but do not consider 
myself as having withdrawn from masonry. 

Question by request. Did you ever have any difficulty with the ledge at 
Cumberland and the grand lodge ? If so what* was it, and wbat wars tb 
proceedings? 
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Ana. I never bad any difficulty with the grand lodge. There was soma 
lifficulty between myself and the Morning Star lodge in Cumberland in the year 
1814. This difficulty began by some of the members of said lodge being at 
rariance with me; this difficulty happened in this way: I was absent from the 
State, and some of my creditors, being members of said lodge, attached my 
real estate. And one of these creditors did not succeed in his attachment of 
my property ; and then accused me of cheating him. And this creditor made 
a complaint to said lodge against me for defrauding him; and the lodge took 
notice of it, and appointed a committee to investigate the subject. And on an 
investigation the committee unanimously reported against me to said lodge; 
aftd I appealed from the report of said committee to a second committee, as I 
had a right to do by the by-laws of said lodge. This second committee in- 
vestigated the affair and also reported to said lodge against me. And as I 
wns at this time a member of the chapter in Providence, the same complaint 
was made, after the report of the second committee to the said chapter — and 
the chapter appointed a committee of three to investigate said affair and report 
thereon. 1 think this committee were Messrs. John Carlile and Peter Grinnell, 
and a Mr. Jackson of Providence. This committee, after hearing the parties, 
reported to the chapter unanimously in my favor. After this report I went 
to the Morning Star lodge and insisted on being reinstated in said lodge; and 
this request said lodge refused; and I then made a complaint to the Grand 
Udge, and the Grand lodge appointed a committee of three to investigate the 
affair and to report thereon. This committee consisted, I think, of Messrs. 
John Carlile and Peter Grinnell of Providence and Mr. Richard Anthony, of 
North Providence. The committee cited the Morning Star lodge to appear 
before them and show cause why 1 'should not be reinstated in said lodge. 
I'he said lodge appointed a committee to represent them before the said coin- 
nrittee of the grand lodge; and both parties appeared before the committee 
of the grand lodge. This committee after a full investigation of the subject, 
reported to the grand lodge, that I should be reinstated in all the privi- 
leges of masonry, and that I should have a right to visit any lodge under 
the jurisdiction of the grand lodge; and this report was adopted by the 
grand lodge; and I then went to the Morning Star lodge, and again claimed 
to be reinstated in all my privileges in said lodge; but said lodge refused to 
reinstate me and contended that the grand lodge had no right to reinstate 
me. The reason why the Morning Star lodge could not reinstate me was 
this: their bylaws required that to reinstate a member wbo had been expell- 
ed, there should be a unanimous vote of all the members present. And the 
second committee of said lodge had reported against my being reinstated, 
except by a unanimous vote of the members of the lodge present. And when- 
ever the members of the lodge voted upon this subject the person who bad ac- 
cused me, and some others, voted against me and thereby prevented a unani- 
mous vote. After repeated application to said lodge, I was, I think, in the 
fall of the year 1828, restored to all my former rights and privileges in said 
lodge, by an unanimous vote of said lodge. My accuser had, at this time, 
removed into the State of New-York. 

Question by request. After this, or before this, or at any time, did you 
with another person write something against the institution of masonry, which 
got before some person or persons not masons, and which when known to ma- 
sons or the lodge, created another or the same difficulty ? 

Ans. I believe that there was no difficulty created by any thing I ever 
wrote on this subject. During the difficulty before referred to I kept a jour- 
nal, and wrote in it the reports of the committees, and comments on some 
parts of their proceedings which I deemed illegal and unmasonic; and I also 
WTote letters to the lodge on this subject of which the lodge did not approve. 
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All the proceedings before the said committees, and in the said lodge, chap- 
ter and grand lodge are matters of record in their several bodies. The per- 
son who made the accusation against me, urged against me before the com- 
mittee and the grand lodge the fact that I had kept said journal and written 
said letters, representing that I had written against masonry; but the com- 
mittee of the grand lodge decided that I had not written any thing against 
masonry; but that I had only written against the conduct of certain masons 
in self defence. 

Question by request. Did you understand that the lodge’s persisting in the 
first judgment was on account of what you bad said against the institution, or 
against masonry, or on some other account ? 

Answer. It was not on account of any thing said or written against ma- 
sonry ; Tor I do not consider that I had said or written any thing agaiost 
masonry, for the reasons which I have before stated. 

Question by request. Did the lodge some two or three years ago, or any 
masons pay or offer to pay back all the money which you had paid them upon 
certain conditions ? if so state the reasons and conditions. 

Answer. No such offer was ever made to me. 

Question by request. Have you ever known any person to obtain masonry, 
or the degrees in masonry, illegally, or as they say, clandestinely ; if so who 
was the person, and who gave said degrees on such illegal information; whc*« 
did the person reside, and what became of him, and where was he tried if 
tried at all ? 

Answer. No such case ever came within my knowledge. 

Question by the Committee. Have you ever received any informatios 
which induced you to believe (hat any such case ever happened within this 
state. 

Answer I never had any knowledge of such a case and never received 
any information which was proof to my mind that such a case ever did happea 
in this state. I have heard it reported, but I never heard it reported by asy 
person who knew the fact, (one of the persons from whom I heard this report 
was my father,) that one Joseph Follet, formerly of Cumberland, obtained 
masonry clandestinely, but I do not know from whom. I hare heard no new 
circumstances about this report. I heard this report about thirty-two yean 
ago. I cannot tell whether the persons from whom I heard the report were 
masons or not ; my father was not a mason, but was rather opposed to ma» 
sonry. This report has been revived within about five years, and was circu- 
lated in a Vermont paper. This report in the Vermont paper I knew to be 
incorrect. The account stated the case to be about fourteen years ago ; it 
did not name the person, but came so near the report of the Follet case, that 
I thought it must be that case. I knew the report of the Follet case to have 
been made about thirty-two years ago ; and at that time it was represented 
as having taken place not a great many years previous to that time. I was 
well acquainted with said Joseph Follet ; he died about twenty years ago, 
and left two daughters, one of whom, the younger, married my brother, TOe 
elder daughter of the said Follet, I think, is about thirty-five years old ; and 
the younger daughter, the wife of my brother, Fenner Brown, is about thirty 
years old. My father died in the year 1800. • 

Question by the Committee, What other .rumors hare you heard on this 
subject. 

i have seen the rumors in the newspapers reported by Moses Thacher sud 
others, and I considered that they had reference to the same case. Ilia 
person alluded to in these reports, I consider to be the same person who is 
said to have made said Follet a mason clandestinely. In conversation with 
my brother’s wife, she said that her mother told her that a stranger came to 
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board in her mother’* family, and that her mother washed the stranger’* 
cloaths, and that on one occasion she saw some blood on his shirt ; this 
stranger Soon after disappeared. I do not know that the stranger was known 
in the neighborhood ; it is supposed that Mr. Follet knew him. I do not 
recollect that my sister-in-law told me that Mr. Follet knew him. I think 
that my brother’s wife said, that her mother told her, that the stranger was 
intimate with Mr. FoHet, and that said Follet and the stranger were often in 
a room alone. 

In answer to a question by the Committee. I was intimately acquainted 
with Follet, but never heard him say that he was clandestinely made a mason, 
and never heard him say that any person had suffered by masons on his ac- 
count. 

In answer to a question. I was from twenty to twenty-five years old at the 
time of the death of Mr. Follet. 

Question by request. What has been represented by Mr. Follet’s family 
as his feelings and mind upon this subject when in his last sickness. 

Answer. I never heard it represented by said Follet’s family that he had 
changed his mind on the subject of masonry. Said Follet was buried with 
masonic honors. 

I never beard from any of said Follet’s family, that he said any thing about 
the stranger before alluded to, nor of any person’s having suffered by masons. 

Question by request. Were you not restored to your masonic privileges by 
the grand lodge because they were afraid you would publish your difficulties 
to the world ? 

Answer. I think the grand lodge restored me to my masonic privileges 
because justice required that it should be done. .1 cannot know their motives. 

Question by request. Did you threaten to publish the proceeding* had at 
that time, and did not your friends in. the grand lodge as you understood say 
that if you were not restored you would publish the whole proceeding*. 

Answer. I think there was something of that kind said by the'cemmittee of 
the morning star lodge on this subject, to the committee of the grand lodge, 
(there was nothing said in the grand lodge,) but do not know what effect it had. 

Question by the committee. Did the controversy relate to a difficulty be- 
tween yourself and the lodge ; and would there have been any thing improper 
in your publishing these proceedings ? 

Answer. It did. There was nothing that would have injured the princi- 
ples of masonry if these proceedings had been made public ; but would only 
have shown the inconsistent conduct of the lodge. * 

Question by request. Have you ever read Morgan’s illustrations of ma- 
sonry, or Bernard’s light on masonry ; if so, are they, or either of them sub- 
stantially correct ? 

Answer. I have read some parts of Morgan ; I have not read Bernard. 
I think that Morgan wrote' as well as be knew ; the reason of my opinion is, 
I think that he wrote the book to get money by it, and that be would <ff course 
Write as correct as he knew ; there are some errors in it in my opinion. I 
could not point out the errors without looking the book through. 

Question bj request. Have you ever taken what is termed n check degree 
or test oath, and have you had given to you since 1 826 n new peas word ? If 
no when, and by whom, and what did you understand occasioned it ? 

Answer. I took what is called & check degree, in the morning star lodge, 
Cumberland, some time in the year 1828. Tbs decree was given by the 
presiding officer of the lodge. There was but ljttle said about it at the time ; 
the object was to keep out of the lodge such persons ss might get knowledge 
enough out of Morgan’s book and others to get in to the lo^*~ 

Question by request. Did you understand that this degree cams from New 
York ? 
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Answer. I understood that this degree had been lately received, but fro* 
whence it was not explained or told to me. Lewis C. Browji. 

m 

Jesse Brown , of Cumberland, R. I. farmer, sworn, says, I am a freems- 
son. I have taken three degrees in masonry; and I was initiated in mason- 
ry, more than thirty-five years ago in St. John’s lodge, in Providence, R. I. 

Question byrequest oj John Harris . Do you know of any person having 
been made a mason illegally, or clandestinely, if so who was the man, and 
who made him such, and where was he made, and what was the name of the 
person, who it was said, made him such ? 

Ans. I do not know of any such ease. It was a common report ia mj 
neighbourhood in Cumberland, that one Follet, late of said Cumberland, was 
clandestinely made a mason. It was reported that the man’s name who made 
said Follet a meson clandestmety was Adams.- 1 do not recollect bis Christian 
name, and am not quite positive that his name was Adams. The report was, 
that said Adams removed some time after this to the westward, end that ha 
embarked in a vessel from Providence with his family. It was reported that 
said Follet was clandestinely made a mason by said Adams in Massachu- 
setts. Said Adams was a transient person and professed to be a mason. — 
Said Follet was not satisfied with the manner in which he had been made a 
mason, and came forward and was made a mason in the Morning Star lodge 
in Cumberland, in the legal way. It was said Adams was going to remove 
some distance to the west; and some of my masonic brethren . told me that 
they saw said Adams and his family on board the vessel in Providence. 
Said Adams had visited the Morning Star lodge with myself and other ma- 
sons; and we had become some acquainted with him* I heard it reported 
that t said Adams made another man a mason clandestinely, but do not re- 
collect his name, it was not in my neighbourhood. I do not recollect that said 
Adams visited the lodge after these transactions. This transaction was 
generally known in Cumberland by masons and other people too. 

Question by request of John Harris. Did you ever know that said Adas* 
was called upon by the lodge in Cumberland, or any other lodge for what he 
had done. Did you understand that the lodge or masonry had any thing to 
do with his going away, or paid any thing towards his removal? 

Ans. I never knew that the lodge in Cumberland or any other lodge called 
upon said Adams for what he had done, but I understood that several masoas 
conversed with him on the subject, and asked why he had done so? and I un- 
derstood that he replied that he dfd it to get funds to remove himself aad 
family. I never have heard that the lodge or masonry bad any thing to ds 
with said Adam’s going away or paid any thing towards his removal. 

In answer to a question by committee. 

I cannot recollect exactly how long ago this transaction took place, hot I 
think it must be more than twenty years ago. 

Question by request of John Harris . Hare you not frequently said sr 
thought there was something wrong about this transaction, so far as masoary 
was concerned ? 

Ans. I have not; further than I have heard it said, and have thought 
myself that said Adams did wrong in getting said Follet’s money from him. 

Question by request of Joseph S . Cook. DM yeu ever hear or do yea 
know, that Adams suffered in any way, for communicating the masonic secret! 
and making clandestine masons ? 

Ans . I never knew or heard of his suffering in any way, except that aevtf- 
al of his brethren spoke to him and told him that what he had dona was a 
breach of his trust. 

Question by request of William Harris. Have you heard from Mr. Ftb 
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let’s family, or any other person respecting a stranger who boarded at M t< 
Follet’s and went away suddenly; and of Mrs. Follet’s discovering blood on 
bis clothing, which she washed ? 

Ans. I never did. Jesse Browx. 

Samuel S. Peckham , of Middletown, being sworn, saith in answer to the 
following questions. 

Have you ever beard a mason of reputable standing in society, justify or 
palliate the abduction or killing of Morgan; if so, who was he, when was it, 
what was the occasion and manner of expressions * Did it appear to be the 
deliberate opinion or sentiment of the speaker, or was it said in the warmth 
of debate or retort ? Had there been any thing previously said in accusation 
of masonry or masons ? 

Ans. He thinks he has, one only, he was James Tuell, blockraaker of this 
town, it was about two months ago, in at Capt. Varrs’ store, there were a 
number of others there, Capt. William and John Vars were there, who else 
he don’t at present recollect We fell into conversation upon the subject of 
Morgan’s death; Tuell began about antimasonry; witness then told him he 
had beard that he had said, that there w jure 3 or 4 men in town who he wish* 
ed were served the same as they said M^gan was; this he denied, and then 
said that if any man should do as Morgan had done, he would deserve to have 
his throat cut, and that any man who belonged to a religious society and 
should come out from it, and try to pull it ^own, he would deserve to be served 
the same way. He (witness) met said Tuell some days after, and reminded 
him of what be had said about a church member, when Tuell said if he bad 
said so, it was wrong and be was sorry for it. What Tuell said about Mor- 
gan appeared to be his deliberate opinion. He, witness, had frequently bad 
conversations with said Tuell upon the subject of Morgan, sometimes pleas- 
antly and sometimes in warmth. He knew Tuell to be a mason, or expected 
that he was. 

Ques. Do you belong to the antimasonic party, which has voted itself to 
be a political party; are you one of a committee appointed by that party? 

Ans. 1 do not consider myself bound to any party whatever. I am under 
so pledge to any, and hold myself free to act according to my own senti- 
ments, but I profess to be an antimason, and opposed to all secret societies. 

Qpes. Dw you attend the antimasonic state convention at its last meeting 
in Providence? 

Ans. He did. He was chosen by a meeting of those who are opposed to 
secret societies, in Middletown. 

Ques. Was you appointed on a committee by that convention? What 
committee? 

Ans. He was appointed on a committee; the county committee. 

Ques. Did you ever know the grand hailing sign of masons, or any ma- 
sonic sign given in any court to any judge, juror, officer or witnesses by any 
mason? 

Ans. No; no has never been in court but very little. 

Question by request. Have you at any time while on a jury, had conver- 
sation with a fellow juror, respecting the masonic trials as they were called, 
an this town, if so what information did be give you ? 

Ans. Some where about three years ago, he was taken up as a juror while 
kere in town, upon a ease in which the town of Newport was interested. 
Stephen Barker, of Middletown, was one of the drawn jurors from Middle- 
town, but was not one of the Jury. He does not recollect which court it was. 
Thinks it was the fall term of the court, is not eertaia, while on the jury one 
of the jurors from Tiverton, a stranger to him, and whose name he does not 



54 


recollect, nor from what part of Tiverton he came, in answer to witness* re* 
mark that he never had been on a jury before, told witness that he never had 
but once, and that was on one of the masonic cases, and many of the jurors 
being objected to for various causes and taken off, an officer was sent over to 
Tiverton to take up jurors, and they had a man there at the four corners to 
tell him, the officer, who to take, that he, the juror, was one that was taken 
up and came over, and sat on the case. He did not tell witness who the man 
was, that was stationed at the corners, nor the name of the officer. He meant 
that the man was placed at the corners by those masons who were opposed to 
Dr. Case. The juror did not tell witness how he came by his knowledge, and 
he, witness, did not ask him. The juror said that that was the way he came to 
be on the jury, and he should not have been otherwise. The juror said he had 
changed his opinion from what it was, when he was on the jury who tried the 
case. Thecase he, the witness sat on as above mentioned, was the case of 
Clarke Rodman, town treasurer, vs. Nicholas Hazard. 

Questions by request of George Turner to S. S. Peckham. 1st. Had yon 
heard Tuell say, that there were 3 or 4 men in this town, that he wished 
served in the same way Morgan was; if so, who were those 1 men, where did he 
say so, and what was the occasion^ad what were the circumstances? 

1st. In answer to this, he says, he never heard him say so; he witness 
was told by Thomas Sherman, and he thinks by George Bowen. Witness 
never heard that Tuell named the 3 or 4 men, or any one else. 

2d. Have you at any time beard other masons, whose names you do not 
recollect, justify or palliate the killing of Morgan ? 

2d. To this he answers that he does not know that he has. 

Samuel S. Peckham. 

The above uamed Samuel S. Peckham, being again called says, 

Quest. Was Benjamin Grinnell the name of the juror, who had the conver- 
sation with you stated in your deposition. 

Ans. I have ascertained that that jurors name was Grinnell. 

Quest. Were you a church member in the same church with James M. Tu- 
ell and Robert Dennis; if so, have you withdrawn yourself, or left off commu- 
ning with them on account of their being masons? 

Ans. He was a church member with them, and has left off communing with 
them as church members, but Dot on account of their being majons. I have 
left them because they deny what thousands have declared about masons and 
put their names to; and I therefore consider them as not acting up to their 
profession. 

Quest. Have you said and do you think that adhering masons are not to 
be believed on oath because they have taken oaths not to tell the truth ? 

Ans. That is only my opinion; my meaning is that a mason has taken a 
solemn obligation not to disclose the secrets of masonry; of course I eannot 
believe any thing he says about those secrets. In matters of business I would 
believe him as soon as any one else. 

; In answer to a question he says, that be never had any comfersation with 
said Grinnell but in the Senate ebamber when on the jury with him. Never 
saw said Grinnell before nor since, to know him, as he recollects. He knew 
the name of the man was Grinnell, because Mr. Stephen Barker who was ee 
the jury so informed him a few days after the court, and has since, lately, 
again so informed him. Samuel S. Peckham. 

JVUUam Van, of the town arid county of Newport, of lawful age, oa 
emn oath doth declare, and say in answer to the following interrogatories: 

Quest Are you a freemason? 

Ana. I am not. 
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Quest. Do you recollect a conversation taking; place in your store about two 
lonths ago, between Samuel S. Peckham and James M. Tuell, upon the sub- 
let of tbe murder ef Morgan ? 

Ans. I remember they had some conversation, but do not now recollect 
hat it was nor the time. 

Quest, by committee. Have you any impression on your mind that any 
liner was said by Tuell in that conversation which went to justify the murder 
f Morgan? 

Ans. He can’t say that he has; he can’t recollect any conversation of the 
:ind. Tuell observed that there were some in Newport who deserved to be 
erred with tbe same sauce, or something to that effect: this the witness is sure 
f, because he said to Tuell, “Now you are going too far.” He (Tuell) and 
'eckhara got quite earnest in the conversation. Sami. S. Peckham’s depo- 
ition being read to him, he further says, that he now recollects Peckham’s 
ill ing him he had heard that he said the same as stated in said deposition^ but 
jes not remember Tuell’s answer. Tbe conversation mentioned above wok 
lace immediately after 

Quest by Geo. Turner. Who began the conversation in your store; who 
as present besides yourself and your brother John; and did Tuell mention 
ny names of those whom he wished served as Morgan bad been served ? 

Ans. He does not recollect. William Vars. 

George Bowen , of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, on af- 
rmation, doth declare and say, in answer to the following interrogatories: 

Quest. 1st Have you ever heard James M. Tuell make use of any express- 
ins going to justify or palliate the murder of Wm. Morgan? 2d. Have you 
ver heard said Tuell say that there were three or four men in town who de- 
erved to be served the same as they said Morgan was?” 

Ans. to 1st part. Whatever conversation I have had with Tuell has been 
a a joking manner. I think that once in his shop he said in a joking manner ' 
hat Morgan had been served right; do not recollect that he ever had any 
onversation with him upon the subject in witness’ store; remembers that 
*eckham and Tuall were once there, but does not recollect what was said. 

Ans. to 2d part of question he saith, he does not recollect that he ever heard 
tim say so. Whatever I have heard Tuell say upon the subject has always 
leen considered by me as mere joking. 

Quest by request of George T urner. Did you ever hear Tuell make such 
in expression bn more than one oocasion? 

Ans. He only recollects once. 

Quest, by request of same. Did you ever hear any other mason attempt to 
palliate or justify the murder of Morgan? 

Ans. He don’t recollect that he ever did. The witness further saith that 
le has been in the habit of playing mason or antimason just as he happened to 
all in with them. Geo. Bowen. 

Thomas Sherman , of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, on 
solemn oath doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogatories: 

Quest. Have you ever on any occasion, at Geo. Bowen’s store or else- 
where, heard Jas. M. Tuell justify or palliate the murder of Morgan? • Have • 
you ever heard him say there were three or four men in town who he wished 
were served the same as they said Morgan had been served, or words to that 
effect? 

Ans. He can’t recollect any thing of the kind. About the time that anti- 
masonry first came up r he frequently saw Tuell and Sami. S. Peckham togeth- 
er, sometimes in his (witness’) shop, sometimes in Geo. Bowen’s; they would 
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both get high, and witness and others would put in to keep it up; but they al- 
ways ended in good humor. Tueil is a man easily irritated, and he, witness, 
and Geo. Bowen and others would amuse themselves by working upon him 
until he would get into a passion, but after a while he ceased to 
be so operated upon and they then let him alone. He never con- 
sidered any thing that was said as having & serious point of view, nor canhs 
now recollect any thing about those conversations; he considered it all as a 
pieco of sport. 

Questions by request of George Turner. Did you ever tell Tueil that Peck- 
ham meant to send Tueil a letter about what he had said? 

Ans. That Peckham told him he meant to or he believed he should send 
Tueil a letter, and this, he, witness mentioned to Tueil. 

Quest Did you ever know Tueil order Peckham not to come to his shop 
again? 

Aqp. That he dont recollect that he ever did. 

Quest. Do you know who used to begin these conversation*? 

Ads. He cant say who begun the conversations. 

Quest. Did you or did youj not begin your answer to Mr. Hazard’s first 
question, by saying, “I hare forgetten what the conversation was?” 

Ans. He does not recollect how he began the answer? 

Thomas Shearman. 

The said Thomas Shearman being recalled, says, in answer to questions by 
George^ Turner, as follows: — 

Quest. Did you ever bear James M. Tueil mention that there were in tins 
town some persons whom he wished served as Morgan had been, and if is 
who were they, and when was it? 

Ans. I do not recollect any thing of the kind. 

Quest. Do you recollect haring ever stated to Abner Peckham, or nnj 
other person, that you had heard Tueil say so? 

Ans. I do not; both the Mr. Peckham’s, Samuel and Abner, spoke to sw 
about it the other day, and I told them I did not recollect any thing about the 
conversations refered to. 

Question by committee. Are you or have you been a mtson ? 

Ans. No; nor an antimason. Thomas Shearman. 

Jamei M. 7W/, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, os 
oolemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following |interrqg*’ 
tones. 

Quest. Are you a freemason, if so how many degrees in masoniy have 
•you taken, by what lodges or chapters were you admitted, and at what tios? 

Ans. I am a freemason, and about July, 1 826 took three degrees in St. 
John’s lodge, No. 1. Newport. 

The part of Samuel S. Peckham’s deposition which relates to witness be- 
ing read to him, he saith in answer thereto, that said Peckham has ’’frequent- 
ly been at his shop and endeavored to irritate him about masonry, general!/ 
would introduce the Morgan business; would say provoking things to witness^ 
would tell him if he and Rook Dennis did not renounce masonry, calling it 
that wretched society, that he would no longer consider them as chwch 
members, sometimes he would call witness Morgan, who in reply would cell 
him anti; frequently both would get very angry and say very hard things to 
each other, which they neither of them meant. I told Peckham several tunes 
that I did not wish to talk with him upon the subject any more, I wished 
ho would drop it and talk upon things more [profitable, or not come to 0 / 
■hop, but he would not ; at the time we were talking about ^Morgan, I 'told 
him I knew nothing about it, he replied you do, you well know that Morgss 
was murdered and all you masons know the same. I answered it was net 



#7 


that t did not know it and would not belong to any society which would be 
"concerned in any such business: afterwards, I think it was tbe same day 6n 
which ! bad tbe last conversation with him already stated, Thomas Shear- 
man came to me and said Peckham informs me, he intends writing you a let* 
ter, *o which I answered I dent wish to receive any letter from him, but ifhc 
had any thing to say, and would come to my shop like a man, he would hear 
him, but not any thing about masonry; afterwards he got me to make a pump 
for him, and called and asked him to go and set it, and said if I would, he 
would make an aatiraason of him, that 1 was half a one already. As to the 
conversation rcfered to in said deposition as having taken place i* Var’s store, 
lie sajth, that he recollects going to said store, when he thinks one of the 
Vars or else Peckham, began a conversation about Morgan, it was one of 
the three. He deos not remember what the conversation was more than a child, 
lie was not in the store more than three minutes, was in a hurry and left as 
coon as he had got what he went for; he dont recollect that he ever said to 
any persou that there were three or four persons in town who ought to be ser- 
ved in the same manner they say Morgan was; he is sure be never thought so. 

Question by request of Geo . Turner. When did the conversation at Van 
lake place, and who besides the two Mr. Vars, was present. 

* Question 2d. by do. Did you ever begin conversations at your shop nr 
elsewhere with Peckham about Morgan’s affair. 

Ans. 1st. He says he does notrecoHect. 

fid. He says he don’t recollect ever having commenced the conversation 
with him at his shop or elsewhere^ it would be commenced sometime, by one, 
cometime the other, by passing compliments. Peckham calling him Morgan, 
And witness calling him brother anti. James M. Tucll. 

Sworn to before B. Hazard one of tbe Committee* 

Newport, Jan- 3d. 1832. 

Benjamin Grinnell , of Little Compton, iu the county of Newport, of 
lawful age, on. solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the fol- 
lowing interrogations. 

Int. Were you one of the petit jury of the March term Sup. Judicial 
Court, A. D. 1829, on trial of a case between Clarke Hodman, Town 
Treasurer of Newport, and Nichols Hazard*? 

Ans. I was. 

Int. Were the following persons on that jury with yoO, viz: Jonathan 
Dennis, Stephen Barker, Clarke Chace, 2d, Samuel Borden, Stephen 
Simmons, Hazard K. Carpenter*, Gideon Peckham, Johnson Whitman, 
Jonathan Anthony, Samuel S. Peckham, Jethro Peckham. 

Ans. I was not Acquainted with many of the jurors* I recollect 
Clarke Chace, 2d, Samuel Borden, of Tiverton, and Stephen Simmons 
of Little Compton; the latter came into town with me. The rest of the 
jurors I do not know the names of, except that there was one of the 
name of Peckham, who had a mark or something on his chin; his Christ- 
ian name 1 don’t know. 

Int. Was you also on the petit jury at the March term same court, 
1828, on the trial of a case between St. John’s Lodge, No. 1, in New- 
port, and Francis C. Schaffer; if so were the following persons on that 
jury with you, viz: William Howland, (Little Compton,) foreman, Wm. 
Turner, Nathaniel Church, Jr., L. Crates, Abraham Barker, John 
H&mbly, George Durfee, Godfrey Bennett, Arouet LeMunyon, God- 
frey Cooke, John Irish. 

Ans. I recollect William Howland, Nathaniel Church, John Hambly, 

9 
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Arouet LeMunyon, Godfrey Cooke and John Irish; but' do not knor 
the names of the rest. 

Int. Were you a drawn juror, or taken upon a venire; if the latter by 
what officers were you summoned ? 

Ans. I was taken upon a venire. The officer’s name was Carr, the 
Sheriff, who was attended by George Howland, Deputy Sheriff, whom 
I heard say that evening that Mr. Carr had requested him to come with 
him, as he, (Carr,) was unacquainted with the people, and did not 
know who were qualified to serve as jurors. 

Int. Who else were taken for jurors by said officers at that time ? 

Ans. William Howland, Jphn Irish, Godfrey Cooke. 

Int. Had you any knowledge or any reason to believe that either of 
the parties in said case, or any of their friends, had any agency or direc- 
tion in the taking up of yourself or any of the other persons you have 
named, for jurors? 

A/is. I had no such knowledge or belief; on the contrary it was men- 
tioned by George Howland that the object of their coining there was to 
get jurors who did not know any thing about the case. 

Int. Have you ever from that time to this had any reason to believe 
that any improper influence was employed on that occasion in taking np 
those persons and yourself? 

Ans. No. 

Int. Have you ever expressed any such belief to any one at any time: 

Ans. I have no recolleetion at all of having done so in any way or 
shape. 

Question by George Turner. Did Mr. Carr summon you on both of 
the juries you have mentioned ? 

Ans. I was one of the drawn jurors at the March term, 1829, before 
mentioned. 

Question by George Turner. Had you 'ever been on a jury before 
that time; if so how many times and in what cases? 

Ans. I had been on the grand jury twice before the March term, 
1828, but never before on the petit jury to my recollection. 

his 

Benjamin ^ Grinnkll. 
mark. - 


Daniel Howland, Esq. of Jamestown, of lawful age, on solemn oath, 
doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogatories. 

Quest. Have youever known the hailing sign of masons given in any 
court to any judge, juror or officer, or witness, by any mason? 2d. Have 
you ever known anjp judge, juror, officer, witness, or other person to 
obey any such sign, and to make any difference in his conduct between 
parties on account of one being a mason? 

Ans. To the first part of the question he answers he never did. To 
the second part ofthe question he answers he never did. 

Question by request. Was you ever on a jury when one ofthe par- 
ties in the case on trial was a mason and the other not a mason, and 
were there any masons on that jury, if so, what was the result? 

Ans. He answers that somewhere towards forty years ago he wa* 
on a jury, when a case was tried, where one of the parties was a ma- 
son, when the jury went into their room, eleven of them were immedi- 
ately agreed, the other juror would not agree, and held out until the cooit 
were obliged to take the papers and no verdict in the case was rendered; 
on the next trial he understood that a verdict was given the same way 
that the eleven jurors were in favor of giving it; the case was one ofth* 
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plaiuest he ever heard. The juror who held out was a mason. The rest of 
the jury a number of times asked him who held out, why he would not 
sign, and all the reply he made, was, that it was not agreeable to his wish- 
es or to his mind, or something of that kind. He did not know of his own 
knowledge that the juror was a mason, neither that one of the parties 
was a mason, and not the other; nor did he know that there were not 
more ihan one mason on the jury. But while the jury were out some of 
them to account for the twelfth man holding out, said why he is a mason 
and one of the parties is a mason, to which the juror made no answer as 
I recollect, who the person or persons were, that made the remarks wit- 
ness dont recollect. JDont recollect the case or parties, thinks it was the 
superior court. It is rather his impression that Thomas Arnold was fore- 
man; but cannot recollect ; cannot now recollect names of any of the 
jury, but thinks Abner Cundall was one, and a Mr. Oxx of town. Does 
not recollect any other instance of the kind. He is rather of opinion 
that the twelfth juror was a Newport man, but cant be positive. 

Daniel Howland. 

John Stevens , of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, on 
solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interrog- 
atories. 

Ques. Was you one of a jury at the court of common pleas in this 
■county, at May term, A. D. 1808, on the trial of a case between Nich- 
olas Webster and Dr. Jonathan Easton; if so, were the following per- 
sons on that jury with you, viz: Daniel Howland, ( foreman,) William 
Malbone, Nathaniel Lyndon, Clarke Taggart, B. Taber, Gideon Sea- 
bury, Joseph Stevens, George Engs, John Barker, Philip Peckbam 
and David Sherman. 

Ans. I was one of the jury on that case, the time I can’t recollect, 
but it must have been about that time; recollect part of the jury, viz: 
said Howland, Malbone, Seabury and Engs. 

Ques. Did that jury agree on a verdict, if not how were they divided? 

Ans. I think the court took the papers from us about 12 o’clock, think 
it was Saturday night. The jury 1 think were about equally divided, 
some were for giving a verdict, and some not. I was for not giving a 
verdict, and I think about half the jury were of the same way. of think- 
ing; I think George Engs was. Mr. Howland was for giving a verdict 
for plaintiff; he put his foot down and said he would nevef decide against 
the note, which he said was a true genuine note, or words to that effect. 

Ques. Did you hear any one charge one of the jury with holding out, 
because he was a mason, and one of the parties was a mason? Did you 
know that either party was a mason, or that any of the jury were masons? 

Ans. I answer in the negative, and am satisfied no such charge could 
have been made as half the jury were on each side as well as I recollect. 

Ques. Do you recollect on which side William Malbone was? 

Ans. He was very restless, and anxious to get out of the room, and 
did not appear to care any thing about the case. 

Ques. Are you a mason, or have you ever been? 

Ans. I am not, and hope never to be; but that I may not he misun- 
derstood, I add that I am equally as far from being an antimason. 

John Sterns. 

John Prentice , of Providence, Merchant tailor, having taken the affir- 
mation says, in answer to the following interrogatories. 

Answer to interrogatories on paper marked D. 

Ans. to 1st. I have been a freemason, and have taken three agrees 
in masonry. I took these degrees in St. John’s lodge. No. 2, in Prgv- 



idence, R. I. about eighteen years ago. I consider myself now as alto- 
gether opposed to masonry ; and was informed about a year ago rather 
unofficially, that I had been turned out of the lodge, but do not know 
for what cause. 

Question by request. Are you a political Unf imfcsoti ? 

Ans. If being opposed to masonry, constitutes an antimason; I anf 
one to all intents and purposes. I am not qualified by the laws of the 
State to vote. 

Question by request. At what time did you become opposed to the 
institution of masonry, and what was the particular circumstances which 
led to your conversion to antimasonry ? 

Ans. I became opposed to the institution of masonry, after I had be- 
come satisfied from investigation that the whole fabric of the masonic m- 
stitution was based upon falsehood and deception. My mind was also for- 
cibly impressed with the influence of the principles of masonry, as they 
were legitimately carried out in the forcible abduction and murder of 
William Morgan. And also in the obstructions which were thrown in 
the way by masons, in obedience to their masonic principles, of the 
conviction of those who were concerned in that wicked transaction. My 
mind became interested to inquire respecting the truth or falsehood of 
masonry, in the winter of 1829; and my mind was fully satisfied onthii 
subject during the winter of 1829 and 1830. 

Ans. to 2d. there was. 

Ans. to 3d. I recollect distinctly, that on taking the first degree, 
these preliminary remarks were made to me ; and in regard to the other 
two decrees I do not recollect distinctly whether they were or were 
not made to me; I think it probable that they were. 

Ans. to 4th. I do not think that I could repeat these obligations. 
The obligations now read to me from paper marked A. in the three 
first degrees are substantially the obligations which I took, with these 
variations and additions: the word affirm was not used in the oaths whidh 
I took. I used the word swear. “ The word my body ” instead of that, 
referring to tongue, was used in the first obligation. I do not recollect 
the words “within the first angle square of my work” in the fellow craft’* 
obligation. In the master’s obligation which I took, this expression b 
in the penalty, “that there might not be the least track, trace or remeatk 
brance of so vile and perjured a wretch, as I should be, were I wi Holly 
to violate these, my solemn obligations/* I do not recollect any othsr 
additions. 

Ans. to interrogatories on paper marked E. 

Ans. to No. 1. This I took. 

Ans. to No, 2. This I took. 

Ans. to No. 8. The words “ and they left to my only election 99 were not 
administered to me. 

Ans. to 4th. I do not recollect these expressions. 

Question by request. How many points were there in the Master 
mason’s oath as you took it ? 

Ans. I do not recollect. 

Ar'S- to 5th. he recollects that the charge now read to him firoo 
Webb’s Monitor, page 46, New-York edition, A. D. 1802, was read to 
him at his initiation in the first degree. He presumes that the charges 
now read to him from same book w’ere the charges read to him at his ini- 
tiations into the 2d and 3d degrees. He considered the principles in- 
culcated in those charges’ to be binding upon him, as being sound moral 
principles, and as being as binding before as after they were read to 
him, he considered them as the advice and instruction of the masters of 
the lodge. 



To the 6th. he answers that he had do moazlS of ascertaining, before 
he went to the lodge. He did not know that there were oatli to be 
taken. 

Ans. to 7th. The situation in which I was placed, and the manner in 
which the oaths were communicated made it impossible for me to under 
stand them. 

Ans. to 8th. I did not make any inquiry as to the meaning of the oaths 
at the time of taking them, or immediately afterwards. 

Ans. to 9th. I took the two last degrees the same evening. I had no 
scruples respecting these oaths at the time of taking them. 

Ans. to 10th. I ao not know that I ever came to any definite conclu- 
sion on these two points. I did not believe that, if I broke these obliga- 
tions, the lodge would take my life. I considered that as a moral being 
I had no right to take the life of any individual. 

Ans. to 1 1th. I consider the oaths, signs, and manner of working and 
he manner in which lodges are arranged as the secrets and mysteries 
>f masonry. I know of no other secrets and mysteries of masonry, than 
hose disclosed in Bernard’s light on masonry, and in Ally n ’a Ritual. 

Ane. to 12th. I believe they are generally, I knew of no secret by- 
aws, or other book containing secrets, 

Ans. to 13th. I do not. 

Ans. to 14th. I did not for some considerable time after taking them 
ind until I saw them placed before me in print, and had an opportunity 

0 examine them deliberately. I think I saw those oaths in a book cal- 
led Jachin and Bcaz, which some masons used to have in the lodge, I 
believe the same winter that I was initiated; it was considered rather 
unmasonic to read the oaths in this book in the lodge ; and I did not 
study them for the purpose of forming any opinion upon them. In the 
winter of 1829 and 1830, I formed my opinion upon masonic oaths. 

Question by request. Did you not frequently hear these oaths ad- 
ministered in the lodge, and could you not understand them as well 
then, as by seeing them printed. 

Ans. I repeatedly heard them administered during the space of two 
or three years, but I did not understand them. I believe the original 
object of masonry was to get together and have a high frolic, and to 
promote the interests of each other to the exclusion of the interests of 
others, and to bring the religion of the New Testament into contempt. I 
cannot say, what is the object of those masons, who’ now endeavor to up- 
hold this Institution. I do not believe that those masons with whom I 
have an acquaintance, believe that they are upholding an institution 
based upon such principles. 

Question by request. Where do you find the proofs of this, on what 
flo you found your opinion? 

Ans. In all the prayers used in the lodge the name of Jesus Christ 
s left out; and there is no reference made to Jesus Christ in any ofthe 
Ceremonies. The prayers are addressed to God. The masonic insti- 
Ution conflicts with the religion of the New Testament in this respect; 
:he one I believe to be a system of truth, and the other a system of 
falsehood. 

Question by request. Do you know of a quotation of a passage from 
ihe Testament in a masonic book from which the name of the Saviour 
has been excluded, although it appears as printed in the Testament ? 

Ans. In one of Paul’s Epistles which is used in the lodge the name 
of our Lord Jesus Christ, which occurs in the original text is left out. 

1 think the quotation is embraced in a charge in Webb’s Monitor. 

Question by requegtf Did you ever read or hear read to you the 



charge to masons in the first part of the records Of £t. John's lodge, in 
winch it is said that the universal religion, or the religion of nature is 
the only religion taught in the lodge, or words to that effect. 

Ans. I never did. 

Question by the committee. What do you understand is meant by 
the word God? 

Ans. I understand it to mean that being who created and upholds 
the universe. 

Question by request. In whose name is a witness sworn in a court of 
law ? 

Ans. I decline answering this question. 

Ans. to 16th. I never did. 

Ans. to 17th. I never did. 

Question by request. Did you ever have a conversation with a ma- 
son relative to his obligation to conceal a crime if communicated to him 
masonically ? 

Ans. I had a conversation with a mason on this subject a year ago 
this last summer. This mason was Benajah Warner, of Providence, 
and there were no other persons present at the time of this conversa- 
tion, but said Warner and myself. He asked me why I had renounced 
masonry, and I told him that one reason why I had, was, that I consid- 
ered the principles of masonry as inconsistent with my duties as a citi- 
zen. He asked me to show him in what respect I considered them in- 
consistent? And I then stated to him the following case, by way of il- 
lustration, (referring him to his masonic obligation and to that part of it 
which required him to keep a brother's secret in every respect save 
murder and treason) that if a brother mason should be guilty of burning 
a neighbor's house and should come and communicate to him the fact, 
and require him to keep the transaction secret; and I asked him how 
he could consistently with his obligation as a citizen keep his masonic 
obligation? And I asked him what he would do in such a case? And 
he replied that he would not tell of it, but let people find it out as they 
could. There was no reference to any trial in a court of justice. 

Ans. to 18th. 1 cannot say that they do. I never heard any politi- 

cal question discussed in a lodge. 

Ans. to 19th. I never did. 

Ana. to 21st. I did not; my moral obligations I considered para- 
mount to all others. 

Question by request. Have you known any instances where the 
influence of masonic obligations have been extended to the prejudice of 
those who were not masons? 

Answer. I have. . Some time in the summer of the year 1830, I was 
called upon by a young man by the name of William Hall, who then 
resided in Providence, but now resides in Connecticut, I believe in 
Norwich, to become his bail, he having been sued by Mr. Griffin Child, 
of this town; and I, not being sufficient bail, called on Mr. Lowell 
Adams and requested Mr. Adams to become bail with me for said Hall's 
appearance in Court, to which said Adams consented; and a few days 
after said Adams and myself had become bail, said Adams remarked to 
me that he was apprehensive that we had got ourselves into difficulty! 
for that said Hall was a great villain. I asked said Adams how he knew 
that fact; and he observed to me that he was told it by a brother mason 
as a mason; and I asked him who the man was; and he refused to tell 
me. his name, saying it was communicated to him as -a mason, or upon 
the principles of masonry. I ascertained afterwards that it was the very 
man who had caused the writ to be served uponjiaid Hall. This 0** 
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iffin Child. The suit which was brought was for slander. After 
was withdrawn said Adams told me it was said Child, 
rer to 22d. I never did. 

tion by request. Did the lectures treat of the duty of obeying 
nd hailing sign of distress when given ? 

zer. After taking the master’s degree, the master of the lodge 
ed to me the duty of dbeying the grand hailing sign of distress, 
riven, or the word when uttered. I do not recollect that the 
s explained this any more than other masonic duties, 
rer to 23d. I have already answered this question, 
ver to 25th. I never had any experience on this subject, 
ver to 26th. I am wholly unacquainted with that subject, 
ver to 27th. I believe it is. 

ver to 28th. I do not know, not having been in a lodge for sev- 
ars; and I hare no information on this subject, 
ver to 29th. I am not informed. 

ver to 30th. I do not know any thing on this subject, 
ver to 31st. I believe it is in lodges of the same degree. To the 
part of the question I would say, I have no particular informa- 
this subject. 

3 tion by request. What is understood by a tvorihy brother. 

ver. 1 believe that is considered among masons, that a brother 

is to be considered worthy until he has been adjudged otherwise 

lodge to w hich he belongs. 

wer to 32d. Not to my knowledge. 

wer to 33d. 1 have had repeated conversations with djfferent 

i, at different times, upon the subject of the Morgan outrage, and 
pressions which I received from their remarks lead me to believe 
ey justified the abduction and murder of Morgan, upon masonic 
les. My recollection is so. indefinite, that I should not name any 
lual. These conversations were, I am pretty positive, within two 
last past, and were in Providence; but I do not recollect any 
liar place in this town. I do not recollect any particular expres- 
f masons which lead me to these impressions; and I do not recol- 
iy particular occasions upon which these conversations took place, 
stion by request. Was the printed letter now shown to you with 
ame printed under it, and which is hereunto annexed, your letter, 
lished by you ? 

. This is my letter. 


Phovidence, July 25, 1831. 

r Sir — In answer to your questions in reference to the declarap* 
it forth by the grand lodge of Rhode-Island, viz. “ We solemnly 
i the 'sight of heaven, and appeal to the Great Se archer of hearts 
our sincerity, that we have never received, given, nor counte- 
i any obligation requiring or sanctioning the sacrifice of human 
the penalty for disclosing masonic secrets,” I would simply re- 
that I have taken the following degrees in masonry, viz. entered 
itice, fellow craft, and master mason. Annexed to the obligation 
entered apprentice is the following penalty , viz. 
inding myself under no less penalty than to have my throat cut 
i from ear to ear, my tongue torn out by the Toots, and my body bu- 
i the rough sands of the sea where the tide ebbs and flows twice 
mty-four hours.” . 

aexed to the fellow craft’s obligation is the following penalty: — 
ding myself under no less penalty than to have my left breast torn 
and my heart and vitals taken from thence and given as a prey 
i fowls of the air, and wild beasts of the field,” 8tc. 



<4 


Annexed to th£ t*msler*s bath is the following penalty “ Binding 
wivself under no less penalty than to have my body severed in two in the 
midst, my bowels burnt to ashes, and the ashes scattered in the lour 
winds of heaven, that there might not the least track or trace of remem- 
brance remain among men or masons, of so vile and perjured a wretch 
as I should be, were I ever to prove wilfully guilty of violating any put 
of this my solemn oath or obligation of a master mason.” 

I have repeated the above penalties substantially as I received then 
in St. John’s Lodge, No. 2, in this town, from Worshipful Samuel Jack- 
son, 2d. There may possibly be some trifling omissions, and thephn* 
seology may not in every particular be precisely the same. I am confi- 
dent however, as I before remarked, that they are in substance an i 
meaning the same as were administered to me by Worshipful Samuel 
Jackson 2d, in St. John’s lodge, No. 2, Providence, Rhode Island. 

After reading the above you will not be at a loss to determine whet 
my opinion is respecting the declaration of the grand lodge. Perhapi 
the grand lodge know of some process by which to preserve the Hie of 
a human being though his throat be cut, his tongue torn out bv the roots, 
his body buried, &c. In which case perhaps, they would be justified 
in making the above assertion; but if they know of no such process, I 
cannot conceive how they could consistently with the fads in the case, 
make such a declaration. 

I would also remark that during the time that I was a member of the 
lodge, (which I believe was about eighteen years) the former paitef 
which time I was quite active, having filled the office of junior deacea, 
I never heard any one attempt to give any other explanation to ths 
oaths and penalties of masonry, than those that strike the mind wkea 
they are first repeated, viz: a plain, literal signification. I have seta 
a considerable number take these degrees, and I never heard any OM 
attempt to explain these oaths and penalties different from what they 
read. I would further remark that during my attendance at the lodjp 
I had frequent opportunities to hear the obligations of masonry adminis- 
tered to candidates, and I am confident that the idea of expuinom from 
the lodge as a punishment for a breach of masonic obligations, was nev- 
er mentioned either directly or indirectly. Respectfully yeurs, 

Rev. Rat Potter. JOHN PRENTICE. 


Question by request. Were you expelled from the lodge ; if so, is * 
what form were you noticed previous to your expulsion? 1 

Ans. I was not noticed at all ; and knew not for what reason I wai 1 
expelled. 

Question by request. Had you divulged to any person when yo« 1 
heard of your expulsion, what is called the signs, ceremonies, pmi 
words and grips of masonry, or was it because you understood yon ksi 1 
bom testimony in favour of the revelation of its obligations ? 

Ans. As to the first part of the question, I think it was very probabl 0 * 
that I had. In answer to the second part of the question, I think fib 1 
very probable that that was the reason. 

In answer to a question by request. I think I have been told by ** 
sons, whether in a friendly or threatening manner I cannot tell, that 
speaking against masonry would injure me in my business. 

Question by request. What explanation did you receive of the f®** 
son why, as you advanced in the degrees, the number of times the cskk 
tow was placed around your neck or body was increased ? Did it slW» 
to the binding nature of your obligation ? 

Ans. I think it was so explained at the time. Joh* Pnximcs. j 
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I Renajmk ifarftcr, of Providence, shipwright, sworn, say*; 

Q«^i f by the committee* Bayou recoflect the conversation imput- 
ed to you in the deposition of John Prentice now retui to you? 

Amr I did not have this c on Vernal rrin with said John Prentice. w hich 

lie imputcMo uie in hie deposition; and he never jsut the qi ■ r<- 

mo which hn stales in said deposition. I had a eonveraafion with *«id 
Prentice on the subject of masonry, und naked him why fee renoujfieed 
meAoiiry, nnd he allotted to the mtiflonic oliligntlofti ana T a^lti ti him if 
tie found any thing in his ubjieatkmd uu gent! urban like, imHiriMmu Iffet? , 
or unlawful; undue signified that I wua right in ojftoicm m ruatiuct to 
the three lower degrcoe which w<? hod taken, hut in the higher degree* 
which wo hod not token, ho *uid, that the masonic ob Jibuti on* tfbrc Audi 
that a m&*on was bound to upheld a brother maxim lot him do what he 
would; cud I told biro that I did not belie vn it, beeouptf it wm not con- * 
Said Prentice woa n young man and I bad a fVicndidiip far 
him, oiid 1 loid him that i thought that hi* acceding from 100*0017 would 
injure Into: l thought that be had taken a miff, nnd t hnt bio seaeaifitf, 
Mislead of injuring other petite, would injure himself t had always* 
known said Prentice from a child, nnd had heard a good name of him, 
ond be wu* much liked, 1 thoibjfit thuf he, having token a uiitF, would 
#uy things that be ought not to nay* that Vt«t would thereby lo^e the cun* 
tlueiice not only of masons but of all judicious men, 

•Question by request of Walter Paine, Jr Did you *wear in your 
master mnfht^s oath to keep the Secrets of a brother , murder mid Iren* 
sun excepted ? 

Ails. The master manon* s obligation read to me tVom paper marked Aj 
is the same obligation, 1 think, which I took 

Quest, by request of Walter Paine, Jr, Bees not the exprus.dou 
** murder andtnmon mcevitjL 1 1 show that no other secret but murder apd 
(reason is allowed to be disch>*cd, when commumcft'ed by a broth or mu* 
son, B££uch? By murder and treason being excepted, are not till leaser 
crimes included ? Please explain how you construe the mrwter mason r s 
oath, 

Aus. Ido not consider that this part of the obligation- hinds me as a 
maeon, Co keep secret any crime communicated to me by a btufkor mu* 
wn a* a secret. 

Quest, by request of Walter Paine, ji\ If « masoU should commit a 
secret to you on the five points of fellowship, which secret was a crime 
against the Imwsofthe State, should you re veal t hat secret before you 
had made the same known to the lodge?’* 

An*. I would not receive any suen secret, as a secret, and would ttot 
keep it a secret if comma nice ted to i ae. 

Question by request of Waiter P&im%fr, What is then me out by 
keeping a brother f s secrets? 

Ans. I consider that the meaning in that a mason should keep such 
secrets as he promises to keep, If lie i* a man of Honor* and a socrid is 
communicated to him a? such, and h# promise* to keep it he will keep 
it. His masonic obligation docs not b=od him to r< cctw pur ibiitg* 
a secret, which is unlawful. &m*nn W^u>ua. 

Trewo/f, sworn, lMoil^ in Providence*, am m hatter; have 
taken ten regular degrees in masonry'. 

Quest ion by B. Cranston* Bid John Prentice ever reqoefit you to 
endeavor to procure hb admission into the Providence royal arch chap- 
ter IVe* of expense on account of bis being a pr**b«f ; i*+<h *** 
itbofore or amce the Morgan excitement eommeuead* 
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Am* H# did *o twice. The first time was a few day# after I receiv- 
ed the chapter degrees in I82G; I was in at his shop end he asked ui* 
how I liked the chapter degrees* I told him 1 liked them very well. 
He said he should like to take them, but was not able; he wished I 
would aak sonic of the old members of the chapter t if they would h»? wlb 
ling to give him the degrees free of expense, hh he wa# a preacher of 
the gospel. I told him I would; and 1 did make lb© enquiry. Ik 
next lime was on the evening on which the Rev. Mr* Cheney of Obey* 
villo* and Rev* Moses Thnchcr, were propounded* I nailed at Mr* 
Prentice's shop; he commenced the subject of masonry, and inquire! 
of me if Elder Cheney had taken the chapter degrees* l (aid him U« 
had uot 4 but would he propounded that evening; no then avked me if l 
had made the request that he had wished me io for him* l told him I 
hud, ami the regulations of the chapter respecting giving the rieg.it** 
gratis to clergymen, were the gam© a* in the lodge; that no clergy mix 
could receive the degrees free of expense, unless he wa* an ordaiurd 
minister; ho then observed that he should like to take the degrcea, and 
take them with Elder Cheney, and wished me to make one mere |i- 
templ for him, au ho thought that he preached as much as almo-M ml 
ordained minister 1 told bun 1 thought it would be of ^ uw;, a* m* 
regulations of the chapter were the same on the lodge; this U 41 tht 
coaversttlic/n we had at that time. I eannol recollect I W lime l buy 
were propounded, but it can be ascertained from the record* of the 
chapter, I did not name any person, when i enquired as to the rvgul*- 
lions, but asked if u preacher could be admitted, who was not an '‘triflifr* 
ed rami#tcr, free of expense* WitblhM Tnr.scoiT- 

Jbwni Putter f *wont* L reside in Cranston, Rhode Island, and am t 
farmer* 

In answer to the interrogatories marked A, I say* 

Ana* to Jab I have been a mason of thro© degree#; I took fh©** <k~ 
gree# in St, John's lodge, in Providence, about So ye art ago; and H in 
about SO years sine® 1 have known any thing of the movement* of 
■©ary, not having been in a lodge in that time* I did not consider nn- 
selftt mastm 2Q yoars ago; it was a quint withdrawal from what I d*f 
not wish to intermix with; I made no notification to the lodge, and Wai 
never nailed to mi accounU 
Ana* to 2d- There was. 

A ob, to 3d* I have no recollection of such feeing the onanj it bctui; to 
long since, it may have slipped my mind* 

Ana* to 4th* I Uiiuk not literally correct, the nubitwftiie Ulan? 
mind* 

Quetn Was the form of the entered apprentices’ oath from Ihe papr? 
now read to you marked A, annexed to the fUtine as the calfe 
which you took ? 

Aus* The mith which in now read to me from tho page marked A, 
U 1 think literally the same ©nth which was wlmmi*ter«Flo me curt- 
tprbg the entered oppi rut ice's degree. 

The oath which b now read to me from the* paper marked A. is *ut-- 
»* ami ally the same path which I took, on receiving l h© fellow cifbU 1 d»* 
gr#c;I do uot recollect Uk> words '‘w ithin the square of my w ork/* 
Th© path which b now read to me from the paper marked A, is I 
think, bubitiuitially the same path which I took on receiving the mail'* 
tuavonV degree. 1 think there is some verbal difference, but aol eu*»* 
liuMy to alur &* sonar of the oath. ] think there ivau* something its t*i®o*** 
which I took, relative. to t\ut grapd bailing sign of diet re* s; I tloukt 





winch J took; »♦> far i am pretty confident. At. pres cut it strikes my 
niimi that this was almost all relative to the grand hailing sign. 

Arts, to 5th. I cannot answer strictly; 1 nave some faint knowledge 
of one or more charges being delivered to me; the charges I did not 
'Consider binding; f considered them as fatherly advice; the oaths I 
Considered of a different character. I recollect a portion of the charge 
now rend to me from Webb’s monitor, Salem edition, page 41, and be- 
lieve only a portion was used. The sentiments, and duties, and princi- 
plen, inculcated in the charge given to me, were I think good, and sim- 
ilar to the principles in the charge now read. 

Ana, to nth, I can't say that I labored much to ascertain the oaths, 
*nd if I had I think it would have been in vain; for it appeared to bo 
Jill In darkness beyond the degree 1 had taken;’ -and it appeared to bo a 
principle with the fraternity to hoop every thing m perfect darkness. 

Am. to tth, I can't say that l did from the circumstances in which 
the Ottilia were administered; and from Iheac circumstances I consider 
scarcely any person would, 

Ana, to the Sib, After I had looked the oaths over, I had but little 
tioubi about them. I considered l had placed my life at stake. I think 
1 took the three degrees within about perhaps six months from the first 
to the last . 

Ana, to Sth. 1 should think not, Some time after I studied the lec- 
tures with a friend; and I think I then understood tho oaths mure fully ; 
hut was not so seriously impressed as 1 have been since with the couso- 

I queues of the oaths, 

Aus, to 10th. Perhaps not particularly at the time of taking the 
oaths* for there was not a clear perception of them on my mind, 

Ans, to Itth. I do not remember that 1 have read Allyn or Bernard, 
I have read Morgen’s book on tho three first degrees; and I think it 
flubst antially correct s except such variations m must necessarily occur* 
where so muck is taken from memory. 

Ans. to 12th* I bad no knowledge of any secret by-laws; the by- 

I laws were either written or printed and read to me. 

Ans. to 1 3th. I did not* 

Ans. to 14th. I think I have answered this quest ion before, 

Ans* to I Oth, l do not recollect that I ever did. I recollect to have 
heard masons say, on more than one occasion^ (I think, when they wore 
called from labor to refreshment ,) not in a lodge but in an adjoining 
room, that the aulhor of a book called Jaehin and Boaz euid to have been 

f mblishcd in London in 1767, or J BS was put to death by masons for pub- 
lishing masonry. This book was talked of 25 years a £ 0 * The circnm- 
stances under which I received this information* is faintly q u my mind, 
but I considered it then as generally understood among mason* that the 
author gf Jaehin and Boaz was put to death by masons for publish mg 
that book disclosing masonic secrete in violation of his masonic obliga- 
tions, 1 do not recollect the names of the masons. 

Questions by committee. 1st. Was the conversation relating tu the 
killing of the author of said book addressed directly and particularly to 
yourself alone, or was it a general remark ? 

Ans, Lt would be difficult for me at this time to tell how I received 
il, but am confident it was never the wubjpct of general conversation in 
the eating room* 

2d. Did yon hear any mason justify the killing of said person? 


Jins. I don’t remember ever to have beard that question di*cif*«ed 
in that way as to criminality. It was mentioned as m solitary occur- 
rence which took place along time back and probably never would oc- 
cur again; that was my impression. 

Ans. to T7th. I do not remember* that in a lodge I ever beard tint 
subject touched upon at all. I never knew of any punishments being in- 
flicted by a lodge, 

A ns. to ISthT Politics and religion were never discussed in 3 lodgr, 
when I v a© present, The charges seemed to be of a religion & c®*L 
I iMiik at that time it was a principle in the lodge not to admit of politi- 
cal diseuasiona in the lodge. 

Atv-> to 13ih, I never considered that any thing in the obligation* 
which 1 took bound me to vote for a mason. There was nothing in ths 
professed obligations or principle & of masonry, at that day, which hud 
the least bearing on the political opinions of the members, I could *<sa 
nothing in them that ought to have the least political influence on jafiy 
mind, i have no doubt there have been such influences ; but /do Lol 
consider it as growing out of the professed principles of masonry, /spelt 
of the principles of masonry. / understood rmd professed them twenty 
years ago; and since that time / know nothing about it. There wo# 
tin Influence* which /consider grew out of the circumstances of a uts* 
being Sit the head ofthe lodge, or being a liberal brother in fro* 
until r tig reire efrme nt, or similar circumstances, It was a g* u* 7 id influ- 
ence Obtained by such means. In this State I do not recollect of 
instance of a mason *$ treating a lodge. 

Ans, to 21st; /never leh myself so influenced, / consider them ** 
pointing that way. 

Arts, to 2£d, 7 ^evor saw any thing of the kind. 

Question, What were live subjects discussed in the eating room -£ 
nflir fhc lodge was formally closed ? 

Au£|. There was never any regular subjects of disctm&ioD ; hut <fe- 
iulhny conversation; and scugs, "We uaua))y ©aeg about curseltti* i 
vht w i i i i wft at w b rthy me n \v e w e re . 

Quest. In ycur master mason ’a oilth did you promise to answer Iho 
hailing sign ot distress; and if that sign was made to you ko* ' u 
did you it bound you as a mason ? 

An©, /think / did so promise, /believe / did not make up bit ^ 
mind how / should have answered, for / never had the sign given, dui 
did /ever give it. /think / should have answered it to the amount d l; 
n quarter of n dollar or fifty cents, if it was to a worthy bi^therf uu<i i 4 
under certain circumstances perhaps more ; but / should sever Jbitve w 
i* w* red it to the sacrifice of principle. " U 

Quest, Urd you ever hetir a mason justify the murder of Morgan* 

Ans. Ao; /never did. A*so> Ponu U 


Jonn Brmrn^ of East Greenwich, Esquire, sworn. He Uftt&ej 
wUsws\ I have been n mason; took the first five degree* in North Car- 
olina hdmuthim rising twenty^v* years &go; thinks he look ituroWl 
m the mine ofmvt season : never have taken any more degree*; bitr 
never been in a mark master's lodge or past master’s lodge since the airbf 
I took those dt greefi, 1 Was info rim d soon idler I took the m*i k mtfWcr’i 
degree, that it bad not been correcljy given, I pttver was told t*hrrau 
it was wrong, X bare frequented the nmr.ter mason's lodge in EM 
Civcrn^ M'h, nnd way Vi member of that lodge for a number of vcjtri- I 
Tj r ***?** ™ a ^ceding mason ; I was e* polled Yrtwn rl? 

lodge last Mqrrh*. ! think: I do not fcuow for wlmt cuuitc. I do mi 
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that I had then violated my masonic obligations. I told the mem* 
»f the lodge that when my term of office as Secretary should have 
;d, that I should not any more frequent the lodge; and on the 
ltment of my successor in said office, I did not any more frequent 
:>dge. I gave my opinion freely on the masonic institution before 
expelled, in relation to its antiquity and its traditions. I am a 
:al antimasou, so far as I consider it necessary to act politically for 
irpose of putting down the institution of masonry. I cannot repeat 
:im, the masonic obligations which I took, or those which I have 
administered. I recollected enough of said masonic obligations 
rid the violation of them. 

estion by the Committee. Are the masonic oaths or obligations 
three first degrees on paper marked [A] substantially the same 
and {obligations which you took, and which you have usually 
administered in lodges in these degrees. 

iwer. The two first oaths or obligations are substantially the 
and the third oath or obligation is substantially the same, except 
fter the words “ murder and treason excepted, * the words “ and 
! my own option ,” 1 have heard administered in the East Greenwich 
1 cannot say how this obligation has been administered in other 
i in this state. I think also in the penalty in this third oath or 
tion after the word remembrance, the words “ of so vile a wretch 
• men , and more especially among masons, should 1 ever be guilty of 
ng , fyc.” have been usually administered. I received all the 
es which I have ever token in North Carolina, and I may have 
3d in my mind the forms of oaths there used with the forms of oaths 
3t Greenwich lodge. 

;stion by request. In the lectures on masonry what is the answer 
question, what makes you a mason ? 
iwer. My obligation. 

istion. Did you ever hear any candidate who was presented for 
ree, say that he would not swear, but would alfirm! 

3wer. I never did. 

s you aeked in the lectures why you had a cable tow around your 
or body ? 

jwer. I remember very little of the lectures and do not remember 
he answer was. 

the master before giving the oaths, address the candidate and 
ave you any objection to taking an oath which has nothing in it 
interferes with your religion or politics? 

iwer. I have usually heard such an address made to the caodi- 
cfore administering each oath. 

you ever know the penalties in the oaths to be expiated in a 

*wcr. I do not recollect that the penalties were explained in a 
to mean any thing but what they say. 

not the by-laws in the East Greenwich lodge provide for the 
non of a member for disclosing any of the transactions of the lodge ? 
iwer. I do not recollect any such provision, but there was a 
lion in the by-laws that if a member should violate the by-laws, he 
1 be expelled. 

re the obligations incorporated into the by-laws? 
jwer. No. 

rnswer to the standing interrogatories marked D, I say, 

iwer to 10th. I did as far had a right to, and that I was to share 

same jurisdiction over others. 
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Answer to 14th. I never expected that these oaths would come in 
conflict with my religious, moral, social, or civil obligations. I did not 
exercise any private judgement about it; from the antiquity of the insti- 
tution and the character of its members, I thought that the obligations 
must be right. Could I be convinced of the truth of its antiquity audits 
traditions, I should feel that I had done wrong in answering any inter- 
rogatories on the subject. In regard to the object of masonry, I hm, 
at some times, had an exalted opinion of it, as a henevolent institution; 
at other times I considered it as a mutual insurance, instead of a benev- 
olent institution. 

Answer to 16th. I think not, only as they are explained in the lec- 
tures, and the explanations I do not recollect. 

Answer to 17th. Answer no, nor even expulsion except as it is men- 
tioned in the by-laws and in the lectures, I never knew of any higher 
punishment being inflicted, nor even expulsion. 

Ans. to 18th. 1 never heard the subject of politics or'religion discuss- 
ed in any lodge, and I think the by-laws prohibit it. 

Ans. to 19th. I never did. 

Ans. to 21st. No ; and I never myself practiced upon such a construc- 
tion of said oaths: if I had a favor to bestow I considered I had aright 
to select the object of my bounty. 

Ans. to 22. I never did so far as my own personal observation has ex- 
tended. I never knew any judge, juror or officer to practice upon sud 
a construction of said oaths. So far as my own observation has extend- 
ed, I never knew masonry to be used as a political engine, and for the 
purpose of obstructing the administration of justice. 

Quest, by request. What is the maimer or motion with which a marts 
enters or leaves tbe lodge ? 

Ans. The mason enters and leaves the lodge with a sign called the 
duegard of the degree. 

Quest. Did you consider yourself as a mason bound to give a prefer- 
ence to a mason over another person not a mason, under the same cir- 
cumstances? 

Ans. I think, but cannot be positive, that every thing being equal, if 
requested by a brother mason, I should: but such a case never occar 
red to me, for in almost every instance there has been something bf 
which to distinguish between the persons, and in such case I have ju<%- 
ed accordingly: and I should have acted in the same way between 
brother in the church and a person who w as not a brother. 

Quest. Did you ever know a mason or his family to receive from i 
lodge in charity, as much money qs he had paid in for fees and quarter- 
ly dues? 

Ans.%1 knew a case while I was a member of King Solomon’s Lodge, 
that a member had received more than he paid in ; I am not positive II 
to the amount. 

Quest. How much was bestowed in charity while you were SecretHJ 
of said lodge? 

Ans. I do not recollect as any thing was so bestowed. J do not rec- 
ollect that there was any application for charity during that time. 

In answer to interrogatories marked E, I say: 

Ans. to 1st. I recollect to have heard this in substance inculcated, 
but cannot recollect whether in the obligations or lectures, but am in- 
clined to believe it was in the lectures : I considered it obligatory. The 
words, “for the benefit of the croft when at work,” were not m it as I rec- 
ollect: I think there were these additional words, “ as far as I couU 
see the sign by day or hear the word by night.” 
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- to 2d, ! do sot recollect any rueh thing, 

* to 3«1* I have before uu*wcrcd thia* 

* to Hh, I thick thiaistiot in the obligation; hut it j* m mubutanc* 
'here inculcated, 

to 5th. I cannot he positive. Jmw BtOWKy 

W» Imttfn#, sworn, I reside in East Greenwich, R, I, and I 
attorney mid counsellor nt law bv profession. I am a fre«mnMw 
,ve Ujtcn the three first degrees in king Bolumou** lodge m said 
treenwich; and have been master of said lodge, 

'it. Are the oaths *>r oh ligations in the three first deg fees in 
ry now rend to you from paper marked A. substantially the reme 
uid obligation* which you took un receiving these degrees* and 
^you hoard administered and have administered youself Id said 

- Those oaths and obligations are substantially the same, except 
generally heard these words in the master’s obligation after the 
murder and treason excepted, "anti (luaj at myopbm. ” 

sstions asked by request, Did you ever hour tho datum now 
3 you from Aliya's Ritual, page 71, relative to the grand hailing 
f distress administered in the mastor’a oath ? 

jr I never did in the oath; what the grand hailing sign is, *onw 
is taught in the lectures in lodges; Ihts use of the sign and the du- 
>bey it, is also taught in the lectures* 

sat. Have these clauses in the master mason's oath now read to 
nm page 72, of Aliya's Ritual, been contained in the oaths admin- 
1 in the said lodge ? 

“That l will not be at the initiating, passing or raising a ciuuIh 
t one communication, without a dispensation from the grand 
or that purpose ? M 

1 will apprise him of all approaching danger/ 1 , , 

“I will go on a master rnasou'a errand, even barefoot, to nova 
? or relieve his necessities/* 

Furthermore do I promise and swear, that if any part of this ob- 
m be omitted at this time, I will hold myself amenable thereto 
*ver informed/’ 

K to 1st, In some instances hut not generally, 
i* to 2d, This clause is the same as in the oath before rend. 
h to 3d, This has not. 
i. to 4th. This has not, 

estion by request, Did you ever as master of the lodge, explain I ho 
;ies in tlic three first oaths, if so, nt what time and in what manner 1 
4, l never did. 

est. Did you ever deliver loci u rev in the lodge, if so, wliul sub- 
did they treat of3 

i, I have, and these lecture* treated of moral subjects, and es- 
ng the manner of initiation and working in the lodge. 1 received 
ree called a check degree, and understood to be adopted on me- 
of Morgan's disclosures, 

est, Diuyou take an oath upon receiving the check degrea? 
a. I do not recollect; I understood that it originated in the grand 
ofNew-York State, and was by tfiai lodge recommended to others, 

Nathan W«iti*o. 

in Hall i of North Kingston, IjL L counsellor at law, being sworn, 
Ln answer to the following question*. 
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Question by die committee* Have /cm ever heard any f?ccin«*oo» 
Justify or palliate the murder of William Morgan. If ao, ideas n s*mo 
(be names of the persons, what dedanfctiorw they made, and where mid 
under what circumstances? 

Aas* Some time in the summer of the vent I 8 $ 7 t I think, in a rea- 
vers at ion with the Rev, Lemuel Burge of North Kingston, IL L whom 
I understood to be a royal arch mason, respecting th^ death of William 
Morgan, I told him that 1 believed that Morgan wan (lead, ntld tlial I 
had no doubt he was murdered by imisons ; for betraying the eecrvt# r: 
Ulpoaory, or words to that import, lie asked me if I believed Morgan 1 * 
book to he true* I replied that I did, that T had not the Sc»si doubt *f 
it* He then acid if Morgan had taken the oaths, thirl he there {m tun- 
ing in said t»ook) no know lodged he did, be had forfeited his life nrri,i<J* 
mg to the letter of those oaths he hud taken; that acf i.rding to in- mr, 
confession he had become a traitor and violated his obligation* as j ait- . 
aon. In a convert olio u with Caj)t* Joseph JNorthup of Newport, R I. I 
at Wiekford, respecting masonry, I told him that I was pppruai d to lb# | 
institution, and that I believed it to be wicked and corrupt. He **wi 
that bn knew it to be a good institution, for he had recmciJ brticiit 
IVoin It; and he aaid .in this conversation that he was n nifteoti ; and to 1 
said, that one time when be wag at sen, he was taken and earned 02 
board of an armed vessel , and he made himself known to the captain of I , 
th^vcKHPl as a tjtg&fti; and that consequently the captain took tutu bt» t 
the cabin; and treated him with a great deal of humanity, and did ed | 
take from him any of his property* I do not recollect any other c«cr : ( 
ver Nation on this snhjeet* 

Question by request* When on your passage to Philadelphia, IqiI- 3 
(cud an aiUirimsonic convention, when asked your object for join ;i 
that party, did you not *ny it was for the purpose of obtaining an 
but you feared if the Antinrnsonic- party became the dominant pnrt/ 
there would bn more att-im naans than places, and you would *fti re as 101 
did when Jackson succeeded, via* receive no reward for your partem 
services. 

Ads. When on my (nutaage from Newport to Philadelphia, I w»* u / 
company with my friend, Mr John Miller, who tan vert pleasant tat 
agreeable mason; and he as-ked me if I was bound lu PbiWelphiu I# 
the Almma&cmlc convention '? 1 told him that / was, he ushed inc wk«l 

I expected to get for my services, I told him that f did not ask any thou 
and did not expect to get any thing more, thnu that the cornu Hit <-e *** 
me that they would pay my expenses. J a*kcd him, if he Wfurgnipf ■* 
tu the Convention? And tir told me he was; and / miked him IT lie Vis 
goin* to take down the proceedings of the convention? And / think hr 1 
said ho was; and asked me how / expected to be rewnrded tor mr ser- 
vices and trouble, whether if Vbe anti masons should obtain the aaeob* ! ^ 
deney / expected to be rewarded with some important officer J fold ti 
that if 1 he ontiinason* should have the ascendancy, /should nal vi p#d | 
to be rewarded with any office, and that I did not go to the oonv^twiit - 
expecting any other reward thfin what / have before gtalwfl. 1 told hits 
that if the antim&ions should come into power, and hav* u majortff, * 
there would be stceeiiera and unprincipled meto enough to l aka up lif r 
offices, a* there were in the old democratic party and Jack hui pad; j> 
ftnd / should he sheered out of office. - * r [4 

Question by tho commit 1 00, Do you belong to the political uttinm^ * 
sonic party in this State ? I j k 

Ans, J do belong to said party: was one of tho first antimusoto* m sh In 
State, and think this tho most honcat pari V in lb® Slate, but /fiui * , 
«tec«iv«d Jott* But- 
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/, Lemuel Burge, of Wickford, in the county of Washington and State 

Rhode-Island, do depose and say, that I hare never introduced the 
subject of masonry or antimasonry, in any conversation, before the 
world, to my recollection, since the Morgan excitement: That at times, 
on the hearing of declarations, often heard by me in my daily walks, / 
have taken the ground laid down by the speaker, and raised the follow- 
ing interrogatories. On one occasion, happening to meet John Hall, 
■Bfeq. and others, at the post-office, or at an adjoining shop in this village, 
and hearing the said Hall make sundry declarations concerning Mor- 
gan’s book and death, I said to him — “ Do you really believe that Mor- 
gan is dead?” his answer was, “/have no doubt of it.” “Do you be- 
lieve that the book said to be written by him, is a correct representation 
of freemasonry ?” “I do,” was his reply. “You believe then that 
he was murdered, and that by masons, for having violated all the obli- 
gations he there says he had voluntarily taken?” He replied, “ To be 
•ure I do.” I then asked him, (solely for the purpose of seeing what 
answer would be given) whether as a mason he was not guilty; and if 
guilty, whether he had not met with the fate he justly merited? / wait- 
ed for an answer, but there was no answer given. I further depose and 
•ay, that this is the ground I have uniformly taken, in order to avoid a 
declaration, or any thing that might lead to a declaration of my opinion 
respecting the supposed death of Capt. William Morgan, or his illustra- 
tions. /further depose and say, that on Friday, the 9th instant, John 
flail, Esq. called at my house and informed me that he was summoned 
et Providence, as a witness before the Legislative Committee then in 
session there, to give evidence concerning a conversation he had with 
me sometime in the year eighteen hundred and twenty-seven, relative 
10 the death of William Morgan. He then read from a paper which he 
held in his hand, a statement which he called the substance of the con- 
versation, and desired me to correct it if necessary. This / did, by tell- 
ing him it was altogether incorrect, and then stating it as above, which, 
after a little reflection, he acknowledged to be correct. And further 
your deponent saith not. Lemuel Burge. 

Washington ss. —North Kingstown, December 17, 1831. / hereby 
certify that the within deposition was subscribed and duly sworn to be- 
fore me agreeable to law. Richard Thomas, Just. Peace. 


Edward Murphy , being sworn, in answer to the following questions, says. 

Ques. 1st. , Have you ever told any one that you once while the court was 
sitting in this town, saw Capt S. T. Northam and Dr. Cotton, or either of 
them, go up to one of the jurors in the dourt house and put something into his 
bands. Please state particularly what you saw, if any thing? 

Ans. He can’t tell the time, nor which court was sitting, it was when one 
tf the masonic cases was on trial, and the parties were pleading. Just as 
he went up stairs and entered the lobby, he saw Capt. Northam and Dr. Cot- 
ton, together, going very quick towards a man in the lobby, who was at the 
tame time approaching them, he, the person, was going towards the court 
room door, and they towards the stairs; they, Capt. Northam and Dr. Cotton, 
parted when the man came up and he went between them; some words in 
haste past between the three, but the man did not stop a second, but while 
passing he, witness, saw Capt. Northam hand him something; what it was 
he cannot tell; he don’t know. He did not hear any thing that was said; it 
was said in a low tone. 

Ques. Did you know the man ? 

Ans. No; but I took eare to go and see where he went, and saw him go 

10 
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•n to the jury, and sat about midways; which he, witness, should not hart dost 
hut for what be saw. 

Ques. Did you mention this at the time? To whom? 

Ans. I told Capt. William Price. He is my uncle by marriage. I 
found him at ipy father’s house, when I returned home. 

Ques. Did Capt. Price take you to point out the man to him? 

Ans. No; nor did he inqnirc of witness who he was; nor did he, witness, ' 
know the name of the man, nor where he was from, nor inquire who he was. 
He does not now recollect any of the jury. 

Ques. Do you live in one of Dr. Case’s bouses; if so, how long hiTeysd 

Ans. He does; and has about 3 years. 

Ques. How old wa9 you at the time? 

Ans. About twenty I think; and I am now in my thirtieth year ? 

Ques. What time of day was it? 

Ans. In the evening; the candles were lighted. 

Ques. Did you see the thing, whatever it was, which you say Capt. Nsrth- 
ara handed the man? 

Ans. He saw something but can’t tell what it was; it looked like a piece 
sf brown paper rolled up, to him; it was done very quickly, and they passed os. 

Ques. Have you told Dr. Case or Capt. Price that it looked to yoo 1ft* 
money, or you thought it was money ? 

Ans. No; He could not tell what it was. I did not tell Dr. Case of it 
at that time. I told him the other night, I think night before last. Ht, 
Dr. Case, then asked me if f had not said so and so, and I told him I had. 
1 don’t recollect that there were any other persons in the lobby ^ 

Ques. Were they pleading to the court, or the jury? 

Ans. I do not know. 

Ques. Did you see the man’s face? 

Ans. I did not until be was going into the jury-box. 

Ques. Wbat part of the court room did you go into? 

Ans. I went into the gallery. 

Question by George Turner. Do you recollect any thing of the mas!* 
person or appearance, by which you would know him again if you saw bin? 

Ans. I cannot tell, I don’t think I should know him again. 

Ques. After you saw the man go on to the jury, did you take any furttw 
notice of him ? 

Ans. No; I just see that he went on; that was all the notice I took, tri 
then I came out. 

Ques. Are you a mason ? 

Ans. God forbid that I should be; although I have no antipathy agam*f 
any masoR, or any men at all. Edward Murphy. 


Capt . S; 7\ Northam being «worn, and the foregoing deposition of Edwlrf 
Murphy being read to him, he deposes, 

That he lias not the slightest recollection of any such circumstance as tW 
witness states. He presumes that it cannot be necessary for him to say tbit 
lie never in his life in any way was guilty of tampering with any judge or 
juror, on any occasion. That it is well known to all concerned in the masonic 
trials that he took very little part in them; took no active part in them. H« 
never served on any committee for the purpose of seeing to them, harisg 
always business of his own; and nevt attended any of the trials otherwise 
than as he may have gone into the court boose occasionally, but not frequently, 
and stood perhaps a quarter or half of an hour at a- time. 

S. T. Northak- 
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Capt. William Pries being sworn says in answer to 

Quest. Do you recollect baring been told by Edward Murphy, at 
lis father’s bouse, any thing about Capt. Northam and Dr. Cotton meeting 
i juror during one of the masonic trials, and Capt. N’s. putting something 
bto the bands of that juror ? Please state particularly all you recollect 
ibout it 

Ans. That is very easily done, for I don’t recollect anything about it. 

William Price. 

Stephen T. Northam , of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, 
>n solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interroga* 
ories . 

Quest. Are you or hare you been a freemason ; if so, how many degrees 
n masonry hare you taken, by what lodges or ebapers were you admitted, and 
it what time ? 

Ans. I am a freemason, and about forty-two years ago I took the three 
nrat degrees in Orange Lodge, in Charleston, South Carolina. 

In answer to further question. He says that he has read orer attentively 
he forms of oaths for the degrees he took, as contained in annexed paper 
Barked A, and declares them to be in substance the same as those a d min is - 
:ered to him ; the minute or particular phraseology he does not recollect ; 
pit the sense, the substance and principles of them he docs perfectly, 
ind they are the same as those he has read in said paper. He has 
attentively read over the foregoing annexed deposition of N. G. Boss, and 
!he interrogatories therein answered, and he considers the tacts, statements 
and explanations therein given to be true and correct; and should he be called 
upon to answer the same questions, his answers would be the same in effect 
to all of them upon which he was informed. Upon recollection, his answer 
to the 36th standing interroatory, would be that the sign is always given at 
entering and leaviug a lodge if left before closed, and it is the sign of the 
•Order; that is, if the lodge be an entered apprentice’s lodge, the sign oa 
entering must be the sign designating an entered apprentice, who otherwise 
cannot enter, and so of the rest. He has no knowledge whether the sign has 
any particular reference to any part of the obligation, or any other reference 
or allusion whatever. 

Question by George Turner. By the substance and principle of your 
masonic obligations and oaths, do you include as well the penalties , an the 
promises, or how is it? 

Ans. By my masonic obligations I mean those express and solemn prom- 
ises, which I made and entered into at the time I was initiated into each 
degree. I know of nothing else as making part of any obligation taken by 
me. What is now read to me and ealled the penal part of the entered 
apprentice’s obligation, I have no recollection of having been administered to 
He, but if it had been I should not consider it as making and part of the obli- 
fation. 

Question by George Turner. Did you or did you not swear to submit to 
tome penalty, as well as promise to perform your engagements, at the time 
rou took each of the oaths of the degrees you have taken in masonry? 

Ans. I never took any such oath. I never promised or intended to submit 
myself to the jurisdiction of any lodge, to inflict upon me any of the penalties 
Ipecified in either of the forms of obligation before mentioned, or any thing in 
the remotest degree like them. S. T. Northam. 

J Benjamin W . Case, sworn, says. I reside m the town of Newport, R. I, 
and am a physician by profession. I am a freemason. 1 took the eleven 
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first degrees in masonry in regular order, and then I took the other degrees, 
up to the degree of secret roaster inclusive. The first degree which ] took, 
was taken in St. John’s lodge, in Newport, R. I. in the year 1796 . 1 took 

the two next degrees in South KiDgstown, R. I. in the year 1798 or 1799 1 
think. I took the four degrees in the chapter in Newport, R. I. between the 
year 1814 and 1816 to the best of my recollection. Soon after this Itookthi 
four degrees in the encampment in said Newport. And after this I took tbs 
degrees in masonry up to the degree of secret master in said Newport; 
and I think this was about the years 1816 or 1817. 

An oath or obligation was administered to roe on taking each of these de- 
grees. There was no caution addressed to me by the presiding officer of the 
lodge or chapter previous to taking each of these oaths or obligations; nor wu 
there any qualification of said oaths and obligations at the time of administer- 
ing them. It was not the practice to address any caution or to qualify the 
oaths or obligations until after this time, viz. 1796. The" oaths, forms of in- 
itiation, and manner of working in lodges were similar to those laid down is 
a book called Jachin and Boaz, until about the time of the publication of 
Webb’s Monitor in 1802. I knew but little about the forms of initiation and 
manner of working in lodges between 1796 and 1802; nor but little from tint 
time until about 1814, as I did not visit the lodges very frequently. At the 
time of my initiation it was the practice in St. John’s lodge Newport, to en- 
deavor to frighten or alarm the candidate during his initiation, while he had 
the cable tow about bis neck and while he was blindfolded, by making noises, 
shuffling ou the floor, throwing sticks down and directing the c&rdidate ta 
step high. I was so disgusted with this mode of initiation that I did not con- 
sent to take the fellow craft and master mason’s degree until the year 1798 
or 1799. In taking the degree of master mason 1 became still Uirther dis- 
gusted; in this degree about the time I was to personate or represent the 
death of Hiram Abiff, the widow’s son; there was a brother of the lodge, 
by the name of Elisha R. Gardner, who whispered in my ear, while I was 
blindfolded, directing me or telling me not to let them get me down; and 
when Jubelum struck me to get me down, I sprang from his grasp and from 
the grasp of his assistants and I got them down. I continued this frolic as 
long as they attempted to get ine down, but when they told me to lie down, 
I then laid down. In this frolic they tore my clothes pretty badly and Iwss 
disgusted with it. These were the reasons why I did not more frequently 
visit the lodges at that time. There was a further reason; about 1801 or 2 , 
I obtained a book called Abbe Barruel upon the Illuminati of France, and 
Robertson’s proofs of the conspiracy in France; and after reading thost 
works in conversation with the masons at Newport, I told them, that I con- 
sidered illuminatism to be masonry; but they denied it, or would not acknowl- 
edge it; and I from that time or near that time, for eight years I refused to 
visit the lodges, except on funeral occasions. 

About the year 1810 or 18J 1, Col. John C. Ludlow of New-York city* 
who was high priest of the chapter of the State of New-York, (I believe tke 
gran d chapter) came to Newport to and purchased stock in my coal mine; 
and while there he and I attended a funeral of a masqnic brother, he found 
that I had not taken but three degrees at that time, and he was very inr- 
ious that I should take the higher degrees; and soon after I went to New- 
kork and at his solicitation attended the grand lodge there. At the time slid 
Col. Ludlow was at Newport he attended an installation of a chapter, I 
think, and the ceremonies were performed in the meeting house. Webb’s 
masonic Monitor was read on that occasion; and said Ludlow left the meet* 
ing house, and afterwards stated to me that he was so disgusted tbit be 
would not stay to hear Wehb’s Monitor read, and at the same time stated Is 
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me that if he had published such a book as Webb’s Monitor in New-York, 
disclosing such masonic secrets as had not before been made public, he should 
hare been put to death in consequence of it. On my visit to New-York said 
Ludlow and John Q. Bogart of New-York city pressed me very hard to take 
the higher degrees, and they stated to roe that any man who should become 
a master of a lodge in New-York, would be certain to make his fortune; and 
they stated a case t>f a man whose name wfes Barnum I think, who was & 
few years before poor, but having become a master of a lodge he was able in 
a few years to purchase a house in Broadway in New-York city, and had at 
that time given something like thirty thousand dollars for the same. They 
mentioned a number of similar instances, and said that they did not know of 
a master of a lodge who had not made his fortune. In consequence of these 
entreaties and other inducements I two or three years after this took the 
higher degrees. After these conversations with said Ludlow and Bogart I 
visited the lodges again at Newport, and I then found material alterations in 
the ceremonies and oaths in the lodges; changes were introduced, which were 
not in use at the time of my initiation. 

Further examination of Doct. Case continued on Friday the 30th inst. in 
Newport. 

In answer to the following interrogatories marked D, he says, — 

To the 7th and 8th interrogatory he says, when he took the oaths he was 
placed in such a situation and they were administered in such a manner, (be- 
ing administered word by word by the master and so repeated by him after 
the master) that it was not possible for him or ary one else, he thinks, fully 
to comperhend them. To the last part of the 8th question,” he replies that be 
made no inquiry about it, he took it for granted that it was all proper or neces* 
•ary; before taking the oaths he did not know that it was necessary to take any. 

9th. He replies he did not. 

lOtb. He replies that be did. 

1 1th. He answers they are fully explained in those books, and be knows 
of no others. 

14th. He answers, that when he took the oaths he did not think any' 
thing about it. He can’t say that he had any serious reflections upon the 
subject until after the death of Morgan, nor indeed until after the publication 
of the proceedings of the Le Rov convention about the summer of 1828 or 
between that date and 1826. After this he took the subject into full and 
serious consideration and came to the conclusion that the masonic oaths were 
not compatible with bis religious, moral, civil or social obligations and of 
course void and not binding. 

Question by committee. Had there ever occurred, up to that time, any 
occasion on which two different obligations came in conflict? 

Ans. To the best of his recollection no such occasion had occurred. 

22d. To this he answers in the negative. 

23d. To this he answers that on ordinary occasions be should have ad- 
hered to his civil obligations but if a secret had been communicated to him by 
a brother under the five points of fellowship or masonically, especially if bis 
life was in danger, he has no doubt be should have kept that secret, and had 
he been called to testify respecting it in a court of justice be should have re- 
fused, or should have stood silent, and should have thought his life forfeited if 
he had not so acted. 

Question by committee. As you are now and ever since you reflected upon 
the subject have been of a different opinion, and as no occasion previously ev- 
er occurred, upon which you had an opportunity of forming any opinion — upon 
wbat ground is it that you now found your belief that you should have acted 
as you state in your last answer. 
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Answer to 14th. I never expected that the** oath* would come m 
conflict with my religions, moral, social, or civil obligation*, I did not 
exercise any private judgement about it; from the antiquity of the Iffuii- 
tut ion and the character of its members, I thought that the obligations 
must be right. Could 1 be convinced of the truth of its antiquity and its 
traditions, I should feel that I had done wrong in answering any inter* 
rogatories on the subject . In regard to the object of masonry. I h*vr t 
at some times, had an exalted opinion of it, as a benevolent institution; 
at other times I considered it as a mutual insurance, instead of a benev- 
olent institution. 

Answer to LBtlu I think not, only as they are explained in the lec- 
tures, and the explanations 1 do not recollect. 

Answer to ITih. Answer no, nor even expulsion except at* it i* men- 
tioned in the by-laws and in the lectures, I never knew of any higher 
punishment being inflicted, nor even expulsion, 

Ans. to 13th. 1 never heard the subject of politics or religion discuss- 
ed in any lodge, and I think the by-laws prohibit it. 

Ans, to 19th. I never did. 

Ans. to 2 1st. No; and 1 never myself practiced upon such a construe- 
(ton of said oaths: iff had a favor to bestow I considered I had a rigit 
to select the object of my bounty. 

Ama. to 22. I never did so far as my own personal observation has ex- 
tended. I never knew any judge, juror or officer to practice upon Fitch 
a construction of said oafhs. So for as my own obson at t on haw extend- 
ed, I never knew masonry to be used as a political engine, and for lh+ 
purpose of obstructing the administration of justice. 

Quest, by request. What is the manner or motion with which atu*«$a 
enters or leaves the lodge ? 

Ans. The mason enters and leaves the lodge with a sign called lb* 
duegurd of the degree. 

Quest. Did you consider yourself as a mason bound to give a prefer- 
ence too mason over another person not a mason, under the same cir- 
cumstances? 

Amt. I think, but dumof he positive, that every thing being equal, if 
retraested by a brother mason, I should: but such n case never oecuT* 
red to rue, for in almost every instance there has been something by 
which to diiilixjgtufih between the persons, nnd in such ca*i? I hate jU v 
ed accordingly: and I should have acted in the same way between I 
brother in the church and a person who was not a brother. 

Quest. Did you ever know a mason or his family to receive from * 
lodge in charity, as much money he had paid in lor fees and qutrttf* 
ly dues ? 

Ans.%1 knew a case while I was a member of King Solomon's 
that a member had received more than he paid in; l am not positive «* 
to the amount. 

Quest. How much was bestowed in charity while you were Sec Miff 
of said lodge? 

Ans. I do not recollect tta any thing was so bestowed. I do not fft> 
ollcct that there was any application for charity during that time. 

In answer to interrogatories marked £, I say: 

Ans, to 1st. I recollect to have heard this in substance inculexicfl* 
but cannot recollect whether in the obligations or lectures, but am in* 
dined to believe it was in the lectures: T considered it obligatory. The 
words, 1 *for the btmjti of the crttjl whm at wwrlt," were not in ft at l rec* 
ollect: I think there were these additional words, * r as (hr as l codd 
«ee the sign by day or hear the word by night ** 










» to 2d* 1 do not rccoiieci tiny such thing 

* to 3d* I have beforo answered this, 

. to 4th, l (bulk this iaitot in the obligation; but »t is in subatonc* 
f horp inculcated. 

> to 5th* I cannot he positive, Jotij* XJnowj*. 

han iVhithigi sworn, I reside in East Greenwich, R, I. and I 
attorney mad counsellor ut law by profession* i itm a fret maxim 
ve token the three first degrees in king Solomon's lodge in said 
»i e * n wi eh ; ami have be rn m rat e r q f a ai d l odg <s . 
ist. Arc the oaths or obligations in the three first degrees tti 
ry now read to you from paper marked A. substantially the rim« 
md obligations which you took on receiving these degrees, mid 
you hoard administered tutd have administered y ousel f in said 

I, Those oaths and obligattouff are substantially the name, except 
i generally heard those words in the master** obligation after the 
murder and treason excepted, “and ihtitj til mi/ option^* 
sUious nuked by request. Did you ever hoar the elaujm now 

0 you from Allyn’s Ritual, page 7 1, relative to the grand hulling 
f distress admin isle red in the master** onth? 

* I never did in the oath; what the grand hading sign U. ppmn 
is taught in the lectures m lodges; the uwo of the sign and the cto- 
d>ey it, is also taught in the lecture*. 

>fft, Have these clauses in the master mason V- oath now read to 
om page 72, of Ailyn’s Ritual, been contained in the oaths tultu iu- 
! in the said lodge? 

“That I will not be at the initiating* pacing or raising a candt- 

1 one communication, without a dispensation from the grand 

br that purpose? 5 ’ . * 

I will apprise him of all approaching itangor*" 

“I will go on a master mason h* errand, even barefoot, to save 
e or relieve his necessities. 5 * 

. Furthermore do I promise and swear, that if any part oft hi* ob- 
in be omitted at this time, I will held myself amenable thereto 
*ver informed," 

i, to 1st. In some instances but not generally 
i* to 2d* This clause is the same ns in the oath before read* 
i> to 3d, This) 1ms not. 
i- to 4th. This# has not, 

cstion by request. Did you ever as master of the h*dge ( r^plmn tho 
lies in the three first oaths, if so, at what time and hi what nmuiier? 
B. X never did. 

es t. Did you ever deliver lecturer in the lodge, if so, what *lb- 
did they treat of? 

s 4 I have, and these lectures treated of moral subjects, and ex- 
mg the manner of initiation and working in the lodge, 1 received 
ree called a check degree, and understood to be adopted on aa- 
' of Morgan’s disclosures. 

est. Did you take an oath upon receiving the check degree ? 

«* I do not recollect ; I unde vetoed that ii originated in the grand 
I of N«W- York State, and was by that lodge recommended to others* 
\m* — NaTIM* WaiTUtO. 

to Ball, of North Kingston, R* L counsellor at law, being sworn, 
in answer to the following questions 
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Am. In the master’s degree are these words “I furthermore promise and 
swear that I will give a brother master mason a preference in his trade or 
calling.” This I well recollect for I have often repeated it. I was taught it 
by John A. Shaw and Gen. Stall. I have repeated it at least sixty tunes, 
having initiated over that number of members, and have besides repeated 
all the masonic oaths of the three first degrees twice a year, as required by 
the by-laws, all the members standing, and repeating after the master; f 
have been a master of a lodge since 1817 or 1818. The last time I so re- 
peated it was last month, on the anniversary of St. John the evangelist. 

Ques. How are the ceremonies in the royal arch and knight templar’s 
degrees explained to the candidate, and what are these ceremonies? 

Ans. They are correctly explained in Allyn’s and Bernard’s books, together 
with all the secrets appertaining to those degrees. 

Quest. Do or do not the lodges devote some portion of their disposable 
funds to purposes of conviviality and refreshment, as regularly as they do to 
charity; state the facts, and your means of knowing. 

Ans. I think more regularly and to much greater amount the Treasurer’s 
books and the lodge books will explain. 

Ques. What consequences do you know to result from the masonic institu- 
tion, to balance its charity, <$£ c. 

Ans. [ know that lodge meetings lead to dissipation, and I believe thattbe 
strongest adherents to masonry are intemperate men. He refers to annexed 
certified copies of proceedings from lodge books. 

Ques. How far, and for wbat purposes, do you consider the antimasons as 
a political party. 

Ans. I consider the whole purpose of it to be to assert the supremacy of 
the laws. 

Ques. Are you assured of the consequences of refusing to answer legal 
questions in a court of law? 

Ques. Would you, or would you not, have considered the penalty of a 
breach of your masonic obligation, as more to be dreaded, than any penalty 
that could have been inflicted for refusing to take a civil oath? 

Ans. I am aware of the penalty for refusing to answer legal questions in a 
court of law; it is fine and imprisonment, which I consider not to be com- 
pared to the loss of iife, which I should have considered the consequence of 
breaking ray masonic obligations. 

Ques. Does a mason by takihg the degrees in chapters, encampments and 
councils, cease to be a mason of a subordinate lodge, or lose bis standing oo 
that account? 

Ans. He does not. 

Ques. Is not every member of all the chapters, encampments, or otber 
masonic bodies in this country, attached to or connected with some subordi- 
nate lodge, and does not that connexion and dependence form one of the metio 
of communication between all the masonic bodies in this country; and casiot 
any mason of any state or country, and of any degree in masonry, enter into 
any lodge or other masonic body in this country or state, if not opened on » 
degree above that to which he has arrived in the “sublime science,” and doei, 
or does not that circumstance afford another means of communication and con- 
cert between masons in all states and countries? 

Ans. To the whole of this question I answer in the affirmative. 

Ques. Are the ceremonies and oaths practised at initiation in the master 
mason’s degree, correctly given in the books of Allyn and Bernard? 

Ans. I answer in the affirmative. 

Ques. When a lodge is opened on the master mason’s degree, are, or ore 
not the members reminded of the penalties of all the the three -first degm*- 
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And are, or are not,' the penalties annexed to the oaths, taught to be the nioat 
bindiag parts thereof, and in the lectures of the second degree, are, or are 
not those penalties always alluded to? s ’ } are 

Ans. At the opening and closing of a lodge the sign of the penalty is always 
given by the master and repeated by the members. The remainder of tin 
question I answer m the affirmative. 

Ques. Did George Howland at- any lime loan you a book in cypher as 
stated in^nis deposition; and has he ever required it of you? 

Ans. Yes, he Jent me such a book and has not said any thing to me about 
it since. 1 loaned the same book to B. Hazard, with two or three sheets of 
translation of the cypher. The book was a copy of the same book in cypher 
and character, that was before the antimasonic state convention, held in 
Boston, in iv*ay, 1831, which book f saw before it was carried to Boston. 

Ques. Did or did not the grand lodge of this state after the improvements 
you have alluded to as*made in 1814, appoint or authorize some person to go 
about lecturing to masonic lodges, for the purpose of producing uniformity in 
masonic work? ' “ 


Ans. I don’t know that it was by the grand lodge of this state, but it has 
lieen done generally by grand lodges throughout the country. Jeremiah L. 
Cross I understand is the grand lecturer appointed by the grand lodge of 
New York, to secure uniformity throughout. 

Ques. Do masonic lodges in this country admit to the privileges and mys- 
teries of their order, any but sound able-bodied men; or do they select such as 
are really objects for the exercise of charity or benevolence! 

Ans. They do not. 

Interrogatory by request of Nicholas G. Boss. Who was the master and 
liis son-iu-law who you was informed gave money as your informant thought to 
a juror? who was your informant? 

Ans. S. T. Northam and Dr. Cotton. Edward Murphy was my inform- 
ant, who now works for Geo. Engs. 

Int. by committee. Have you ever known any combination formed among 
masons, or resolution taken to act in concert in support of any individual ma- 
sonic candidate for office in preference to another candidate not a mason? 

Ans. I have not. 

Jnt. Have you ever knowu politics introduced into conversation in any lodge 
room or building in any other way than as a subject of ordinary conversation? 

Ans. At the time of elections I have known them talk about the different 
candidates, I don’t know that it was different from ordinary conversation. 

Benjamin Waite Case. 

Judge Thomas Cory of Portsmouth mentioned to me that at the time he sat 
as Judge on the masonic trials lie told his colleagues on the bench, that after 
repeatedly hearing masons swear in those trials he never wished to hear an- 
other swear, as they would not swear to the truth; the judge said he mention- 
ed this fact atone time to judge Denham who said John f l illinghast was about 
to be sworn, he would swear to the truth; Judge Cory said we will hear him. 
John Tillinghast was tyler of the lodge on the night the grand lodge caused 
the lock to be taken off and door opened by violence, and Tillinghast was the 
man to hold the key at that time; Tillinghast was asked if the lock was on 
the door, he answered he did not know, which answer only served to confirm 

the judge in his opinion. . , 

There were many false masonic witnesses brought against me in t lose i- 
als. John Cariile, grand master of the grand lodge, swore that he had notn- 
ingto do with the libel he published against me; alter which I prove o 
Stand ‘by the printer that he (Cariile) carried the manuscript libel to 
ter himseff and superintended the publication. 

11 






William C. Barker of Providence swore in one of tbosa trials he hadbae* 
a mason mm jean, and that he had superintended fifty elections of lodges, 
which cannot be a fact unless he possess the power of ubiquity as the elec- 
tion of lodges are on the 27th December annually. 

At another of those masonic trials the foreman of the jury during the trial 
resided with a zealous mason in this town, and it was reported nt the time 
that the master of the masons opposed to me, the night previous to the jury’s 
receiving the papers, was with the foreman of the jury at a late hour; after 
the jury received the papers they oil agreed upon a verdict in my favor in a 
short time, except that foreman who stood out until the papers were takes 
from them. 

I was told by a man in this town that during the pendency of one of the 
masonic suits in this town, as he reached the head of tbe stairs in the court 
house, he saw tbe master of the masons in this town, opposed to me, together 
with his son in law walking quickly towards a juror and the juror slept quickly 
forward to meet them; passing between them they spoke to him and tbe nat- 
ter before mentioned handed the juror something that had the appearance «f 
money. He said it was all done very quick. 

John Carr of Jamestown was a juror on one of the masonic trials in this tows. 
He told me that during tbe trial Benjamin B. Murnford, a mason, 1 believe at 
that time acting as senior warden of the lodge denominrted tbe spurious lodge 
in this town; caused a letter to be delivered to him in which he strictly ea- 
joined on said Carr to read the letter, and immediately commit it to the 
flames which he did accordingly by which he was induced to sign what he tbea 
considered a wrong verdict which he had ever regretted. 1 have the impressioa 
that Mr. Robinson Carr, of this town or one of his brothers, informed me that 
John Carr made a similar statement to him. 

Mr. Robert D. Lawton mentioned to me in his store in Tanner street about 
two years since that a mason told him Morgan’s murder was tbe only ibiig 
that saved my life; that I should have been murdered if Morgan had not. 

Some four or five years past in a dark night at about one or two o’clock 
there was a knockiog at my door. On going to the window I enquired tko 
cause. The person said I was wanted immediately down in tbe neck at Saft- 
uel F. Gardner’s, on account of sickness. I told the person I never attended 
in his family. I asked who he was and who sent him for me. He then M 
off; and as it was a lonely place, and I considered there had been attempts It 
decoy me, I did not go, and I afterwards found that there was no person sick 
at Mr. Gardner’s house at that time. 


About two years ago last March or April, Mr. George Wheaton Alki 
told me that lie came in the stage from Fall River, in company with Dsd 
M, Coggeshall, of this town, and in conversation with him about masonry 
masons, Coggeshall speaking of me sa id that the masons of this town had* 
rod in soak for me that would give me my quietus. 

John C. Clarke, of this town, told me some five or six years ago that ■ 
conversation with James Coggeshall, of New York, he, Coggeshall, aaid if i 
*b<mld go to New York, I should be assassinated by masons. 

Some three or four years past, a man that belongs in this town irasinN** 
” e r to,d rae T tbat Mr - McQuoan, the great iron founder asked k» 
what sort of a man I was; he says he spoke well of me. Mr. UcQueu 

t h f".*V d to . h,ra > d< ? tel1 tl,at n,a ° not to travel, as bis life will be in danger. 
Mte !dt7 kD ° Wn ,at na “ e ® et UP “ lar & e ea P'‘ a, », in every Mf» 

ag °-’ C * pt - Wil,iam Pric *>°f‘W« town, csm !• 
J Zl 7 h J « Cred *° ,m P orta nt secret, in which I was deeplj into- 
Tl,,t * M **® Portsr » in tbm town, with great anxiety that | »kwM 


I 
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k»ow it, had eomtauaicated to hit daughter, to be communicated to me imme- 
diatelj, which secret Miss Porter had obtained of a Mr. Ira Stillman, who 
married a niece or sister of Capt. Stephen Manchester’s wife, of Providence. 
The secret was that Capt. Manchester was a mason, and ran a line packet 
from Providence to New York; that he was swore in a chapter or lodge in N. 
York, that if I should take passage on board his packet, and he should have 
an opportunity to get me overboard in the night time, or otherwise take my 
life, and he should fail to do so, he would forfeit his own. 

Daniel Howland, Esq. of Jamestown, mentioned to me the case of J. B. 

ood, before the circuit court, respecting some lost money, in which case be 
was a juror; that the whole panne! were for bringing in a verdict against 
Wood, except one, who was a mason from Bristol, who kept the jury out and 
prevented a verdict, and the papers were taken from the jury by the court.— 
Esquire Howland told me he had ascertained J. B. Wood was a mason. 

I was informed by Capt. Henry Tew, Treasurer of St. John’s lodge, 
twelve or fourteen years past, that William G. Burrows, a mason, came to 
him, with a proposition for him, Tew, to deposit the books, papers, bank 
aeript,&c. in a place he would name, he, Tew, should find in that place five 
hundred dollars for his service. Tew said he told Burrows that if he ever 
mentioned such a thing to him again, he would break every bone in his skin. 

About the first of March last, I was in Petersburg, Rensellaer county 4 
state of New York, and was there informed by Mr. Joshua Lewis, *ho had 
recently been Secretary of a lodge in that neighborhood, that some time pre- 
vious, after Lieut. Gov Throop’s election, he gave a speech, in which he 
denominated the antimasonic excitement u the blessed spirit” which he wished 
might prevail; in consequence of which the grand lodge of the state of New 
'York, issued their mandate to all the lodges under their jurisdiction to put 
down Throop at all events; which mandate was expressed in such terms that 
Dew is considered it amounted to treason, as he expressed it to me. One 
being sent to him ns Secretary of the lodge, and he being conscious it would 
be wrong for him to be concerned in executing it, he resigned his place as Sec- 
retary. and discontinued visiting the lodge from that time. 

Gov. Throop in his next communication to the public altered his tone, and 
declared the regulation of the antimasonic excitement “ belonged to social 
intercourse,” by which he appeased the masons and obtained their subsequent 
support. 

Sometime in February, eighteen hundred fotrrteen, in conversation with 
John A. Shaw, after he was appointed master of the lodge he requested mt 
to attend the lodge. I told him if he would cause notice to be sent to me, I 
would attend at the next regular lodge night; he did send me notice and I at- 
tended accordingly, which I had not done for a great while before, I presume 
eight or ten years, I found the mode of work materially improved and added to. 

After the candidate was prepared by the junior warden, as laid down by 
Bernard and Allyn, he was brought to the door and the alarm made by three 
distinct knocks, the senior warden was directed by the wor&bipful master to 
receive the candidate. 

On opening the door be asks “ Who comes there, who comes there, who 
$omes there?” The answer was by the junior warden who had the candidate 
by the hand “A poor blind candidate who wishes to hate and receive a part 
of the rights, lights, and benefits, of this right worshipful lodge erected to 
God and dedicated to holy St. John, at all true and lawful brothers have done 
that have gone before him. 

The senior warden asks if it is of his own free will and aocord that be makee 
this request*. 

The jifnio* warden, #r tondtttfor, answers, ”It is.” 
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The senior warden asks, “Is he duly aud truly prepared.” ^ 

Ans. “He is.” ** 

The seuior warden asks, “Is he free born, of lawful age* without delaine, 
or defect.” Ans. “He is.” 

Then the senior warden says “Lot him wait a time with patience, until 1 
inform the worshipful master in the east, for full her instruction.” _ , 

lie then informs the worshipful master in the east, who asks the senior 
warden the same questions that the senior warden had asked of the junior 
warden at the door and receives the same answers. 

The worshipful master then directs the senior warden to let him enter, and 
in the name of the Lord to take heed on what he enters, that he enter upou 
the sharp point of an implement presented to his naked lull breast, and that 
he inform him as this is an instrument of torture to his flesh, may it ever be 
to his conscience if he should ever reveal any of the secrets of this degree; 
let him be taken to the holy altar and there receive the benefit of the lodge’s 
prayer; after receiving the prayer, the worshipful master asks the candidate 
in whom he trusts; his conductor directs him to say in God. 

The worshipful master then says “Your trust being in God, arise fellow 
your leader, fear not what man can do to you.” lie is then taken .three 
times round the lodge; undergoes an examination by the different officers; is 
finally brought to the altar with his left knee bent and bare, his right foot 
forming a square, when the worshipful master thus addr *ses him, calling 
him by name, “You are now about, to enter into a very serious and solemn obli- 
gation, more serious and solemn than yon are aware of; there is nothing in it 
contrary to religion, morality, cr the laws of your country, but is founded in 
faith, hope, and charity, which if rightly pursued, is capable of carrying mail 
to the highest degree of perfection; if any doubts or disgusts have arisen ii 
your mind from what you have already gone through, you are now at liberty 
to decline your inflation; but if you still persist in the motives which I pre- 
sume brought you hero, you please to give me your right hand.” 

The worshipful master then takes his right hand and places it on the boly , 
biblc, square and compass; he then asks for his left hand and places it under 
the holy bible. square and compass, and then says to him your right hand be- .> 
ing extended on the holy bible, square and compass, your left hand supporting 
the same, you will enter into a very serious and solemn obligation, dtncain- 
ated the entered apprentice obligation, lie then directs the candidate to repeat * 
his own name. The worshjpful master repeats his own name. : 

Then the worshipful master says of my own free will and accord. Tbe 
candidate says after him, of my own free will and accord. The worshipful 
master says in the presence of Almighty God; the candidate repeats after li is 
in the presence of Almighty God. The worshipful master says, and this roost 
worshipful lodge; the candidate says after him and this most worshipful lodge. 
The worshipful master says erected to God and dedicated to holy St. John; 
the candidate says after him, erected to Gcd and dedicated to holy St. Joha 
The worshipful master says do hereby and hereon; the candidate says after 
him, do hereby and hereon. The worshipful master says, most sii eeri ly pren- 
iso and swear; the candidate repeats after the worshipful master, most sin- 
sincerely promise and swear. Aud in this manner, word by word through tbe 
whole oath; and the rctnaindvr of the oath will he found in Bernard and 
Allyn. 

And when the candidate repeals the penalty, the senior warden or soroe 
other officer, draws an implement across his tliroat ; after the oath is completed, 
the candidate is asked what he most wanted, his conducter tells him tauj 
light, * 1 9 ! 

1 he worshipful master calk upon the brethren to ^ome forwaniamj aitst 



q bringing the new made brother from darkness to masonic light, after unr- 
ounding the altar the worshipful master directs them all to stretch forth their 
a.nds, he th j n raising his right hand ami letting it fail as he says, and God 
aid, and God said, and God said let there be light and there was light, the 
vorshipful master arid brethren striking their hands together and stamping 
heir right foot at which instant Un bandage is snatched from candidate’s 
lyes and a drawn sword presented to his naked breast. 

The ceremony then goes on as described by Allyn and Bernard until j:he 
rorshipful master has got through giving the tokens, words, grips and signs, 
vhen he gives the grand sign of an entered apprentice, drawing his hand 
icross his throat, he is asked if it has an allusion; the candidate answers, it 
ias, under the direction of his conductor. The worshipful master asks, to 
what; he answers, to the penalty of my obligation. The worshipful master 
&sks if he has that penalty; he answers, he has. The worshipful master then 
tells him to give it to him. He then repeats the penalty, which is, that he 
will have his throat cut across, his tongue plucked out by the roots, his body 
buried iu the rough sands of the sea, a cable tow from shore, where the tide 
ebbs and flows twice in twenty-four hours, before he would reveal the secrets 
appertaining to this degree. He is then ordered by the worshipful master to 
the junior warden, who asks him if he is a mason, and to prove himself such 
fcy.showing him the signs, grips, tokens and words; and then he is asked by 
the junior warden to give him the grand sign of an entered apprentice, which 
lie does in the same manner and words as he gave it to the worshipful master: 
lie is then taken to the senior warden, undergoes the same examination, and 
gives the grand hailing sign in the same manner as he gave it to the worship- 
ful master and junior warden. The charge is then given as in Webb’s Mon- 
itor and Bradley’s beauties of masonry. 

The fellow craft’s degree is substantially the same as in Allyn anu Ber- 
nard, except that John A. Shaw did not teach in St. John’s lodge in Newport 
that any address should be given to the candidate previous to his receiving the 
obligation, and no such address has been given in said lodge. 

■ In the master’s degree the candidate, when he is brought to the door by his 
conductor, the conductor says to the senior warden, the candidate now ap- 
pears before you with his arms, legs and body bare, his loins girt about, in 
testimony whereof lie renounces his own will and becomes submissive to tbe 
Worshipful master and brethren, then the usual ceremonies follow as in Ber- 
nard and Allyn, and the oath given as laid down by Allyn and Bernard with 
the following additions, in addition to what I have already attested to: “ I 
furthermore promise and swear, that I will not play at cards, dice or any othr 
u? unlawful game of hazards whereby I may reap an undue advantage over a 
brother;” and the following words are used at the commencement of every 
paragraph of every oath: I most sincerely premise and swear.” 

- After the candidate has gone through the first part of the ceremonies he is 
£aken out into the preparation room and clothed, during which time the lodge 
5 darkened and a coffin introduced, and three persons placed by it wrapped in 
Winding-sheets, and three small glimmering blue lights placed on the coffin; 
tlieq he is brought back iuto (the lodge so darkened, carried past the coffin, 
^nd as he passes the three {persons exclaim, O Lord, must he die! He is then 
seized by Jubela and his life demanded, as laid down by Bernard and Allyn, 
lentil he completes the representation of the death ot Hiram Abiff, after which 
the three ruffians that were caught in the cliffs of the rock, to wit, Jubela, Ju- 
belo and Jubelum, are brought before the master, who enquires of them what 
they have to say for themselves: they say they are guilty. The master then 
<3iregts them to be taken and executed agreeable to their several exclamations 
When in the cliff of the rock; to wit, Jubela “ to have his throat cut, &c. Ju. 



belo to have his breast torn open and his heart taken out, fco. Jubelttm to baft 
his body severed iu two, See., after which the master addresses the candidate, 
and tells him he now represents not only one of the greatest men, but tbs 
greatest mason we have any account of, to wit: our grand master Hiram, 
whose tragical death is thus related; which is essentially correct in Bernard 
and Ailyn; he is then impressed in the strongest possible ^manner by the mas- 
ter that he must imitate Hiram and lose his life rather tban reveal any ofthi 
secrets of masonry. 

As a further illustration I refer to the charge in Webb’s monitor, in ths 
master mason's degree. Benjamin Waite Cask. 

[Rej erred to in Benjamin W . Case’s Deposition.'] 

Regular lodge, Monday evening, November 16, 5812. R. W. Benjamis 
B. Mumford, master, pro tem, John A. Shaw, S. W. pro tern, Isaac Stall, J. 
W. pro tem, Stephen Deblois, Treasurer, pro tem, William G. Burroughs, 
Secty. John Brown, S. D. pro tem, William C. Green, J. D. pro tem. Vis* 
itors: Joseph Chadwick, Jeremiah Lawton, Henry Anthony, Augustus 
man, John S. Langley, James Mumford, Henry Tew, jun. — — Carver, — 
Fox, * Presby, Thoma3 Moores, Samuel Richardson, William M. Rob- 

bins, William Potter, Saunders Rogers, John M. Breeze, Thomas R. Rhodes, 
Elisha Billington, Samuel Henshaw, John Tilley, and William Douglas. 

Extract from the minutes. — “Entered apprentice’s lodge opened in das 
form, a ballot was taken for Mr. Robert H. Nichols; no negative appearist, / 
he was initiated into the first degree of masonry. Voted, that brother E£ f 
ward Easton, Stephen Deblois and John A. Shaw, be and they are hereby f a 
appointed a committee to inquire into the ill conduct of the blacks who oers- 
py the cellar, and report the same at the next lodge meeting; and that tbs 
said committee wait upon the said blacks and demand of them the reason tf P 
such infamous and injurious conduct.” P 

Special Lodge, Monday evening, 31 May, 5814. R. W. John A. Sbsw, 
master, H. Shaw, S. W. pro. tern., R. Merrill, J. W. pro. tem., J. W. Sto- J 
yens, sec’y., H. Moore, treas., Wm. Tew, S. D. pro. tem., E. Chase, J- * 
D. pro. tem., Saunders Bruse, Peleg Fish, Daniel W. Barker, Samuel J* 
Potter, Henry Y. Cranston, James Barker, Joseph J. Tripp, David Bfl* * 
man, jun., Robert Williams, J. C. Peck ham, Caleb Tripp, John TiHsTf * 
Ebenezer White, James Stevens, Jeremiah Bliss, William Stevens, Jim * 
Minzey, William Rider, — . Ranson, William G. Burroughs. T 

Extract from the minutes. — “Entered apprentice’s lodge closed and ssi*' 1 
ter’s lodge opened. Voted and resolved, That no spirituous liquors be drub 
in this lodge after the 24th day of next month excepting at quarterly coma** 
nications or at anniversaries; (this motion was made by brother Henry Y. 
Cranston, and supported by him with arguments too powerful to be resistedi) 
which caused an universal gloom and the lodge closed in form.” 

Regular Lodge, Monday Evening, Nov. 17th, 5817. Present— R. W. 1 
Benjamin W. Case, Master; Augustus Newman, S. W.; Thomas Pratt, I- 
W.; John Handy, Secretary; William Douglass, Treasurer; Caleb 
8. D.; Isaac Shearman, J. D.; John Tillinghast. Tyler; James Perry, B* 
W. P.M.; Henry Y. Cranston; Eli Mirrill; William Simons; RobertLsw- 
ton, Jun.; Timothy R. Peckham. Voted, That a Committee be appointed 
to report if expedient to remove the family out of the kitchen; the report tobt 
made the next regular lodge night. Brothers James Perry, Douglas! Mti 
Newman, that Committee. 

Robert R. Carr, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful ap, • 
solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogatetist 
Ques. Did you ever hear the late Mr. Jobo Case of Jamestown, say that 
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had at a oy time rewired a letter from the lata B. B. Mumford, which he 
waa requested to burn as toon at be bad read it, when on a jury in one of the • 
masonic cases so called, did you ever tell anybody that you did, and in conse- 
quence of which letter he gave a different verdict in that case, from what he 
otherwise should? Were you well acquainted with said John Carr; has there 
been any others of that name in that town? 

Ans. I was well aeqainted with said John Carr; think he was on the jury 
in one of those cases. 1 know of but one of that name in Jamestown for the 
last twenty years, except a young man now living there, about 24 years of 
age. I never heard John Carr say any thing of the kind as expressed in 
the question, and bare herer told anybody that I did. Bobert R. Carr. 

Samuel Carr , being sworn, in answer to the above qnestion put to R. R. 
Carr, says; I have no recollection of said Carr’s ever being a juror on one of 
thoee cases, nor did I ever hear him say any thing about receiving any such 
letter. Samuel Carr. 

V 

W 

B. U. Carr, being sworn, in answer to the same question as above, saya 
It never heard said John Carr say any thing of the kind mentioned in said 
Question. Benjamin U. Carr. 

* Francis Carr , being affirmed, in answer to the same question as [above, 
w be never heard said John Carr say anything of the kind mentioned in 
(aid question. Francis Carr. 

Isaac C. Peckham , being sworn, testifies that he knows of no rule or 
principle of masonry that requires a master mason to be initiated into the de» 
gree of past master before he can be installed as a master of a lodge. 

Quest. Have you known any instance in which a master mason has been 
ao Initiated into the degree of past master before he was installed as master 
sf a lodge. Have you known any instance to the contrary? 

Ans. I think I recollect one instance in which J. L. Boss was appointed 
negater of the lodge, that the lodge then closed and opened a pass roaster’s 
lodge, and gave Mr. Boss the past master’s degree. But I considered it 
nothing more than complimentory. I have known of instances of the contra- 
ry nature particularly the cases of Capt. Northam and Judge Sanford; I waa 
present at the installation of Judge Sanford. 

Question by Dr. Case. 

Ans. I have taken 8 or 10 degrees in masonry. * 

Isaac C. Peoxham. 


George Knowles , being sworn, testifies that be knows of no rule or prao- 
tine in ipasonry that requires a master mason to be initiated into the degree 
of past master before he can be installed as master of a lodge. He has tak* 
an but three degrees in masonry. George Knowles. 


Cap/. Simon Newton^ being sworn, says, in gnwer to * 

Quest. Did the late John L. Boss, Esq . who was formerly roaster of St. 
John’s lodge ever meet or see Capt. Sylvester Gifford, while on any jury io 
one of the masonic cases, or any other juror at your bouse? 

Ans. Boss was never in my house to my recollection. Capt. Gifford is a 
relation of ours, and whenever here on a visit with his wife or daughter, ha 
xenerglly puts up at my bouse. He did so on qne occasion when he waa 
taken up to nerve on a jury in one of the masonic cases; but l do not recollect 
that any man whatever visited the house while Capt,. Gifford was there, nor 


was there a word said io hits upon the subject of any of those cases; he ms h 
not a man to whom such conversation could be addressed if an j one coaid be j 
bad enough to wish it. * ' i 

Quest. Are you a mason — bow high? i 

Ans. • I am a master mason — no more. Simon Newton. 1 

Peleg Almy , of Portsmouth, in the county of Newport, of lawful age,oi 1 
solemn oath, doth declare and say, in answer to the following interrogatories. 
Quest. Are you a mason, or have you ever been. i 

Ans. No. 

Quest.. Did you ever know the hailing sign of masons qr any masonic signs j 
ever given in any court to any judge, juror, witness or officer. Did you qjer k 
know any judge, juror, witness or officer being a mason, in any court to obey j 
any such sign or to give any preference to a. mason as a mason? k 

Ans. To first part of the question, he never did ; he knew nothing abott i 
the signs, and if any were given he should not know it. To the second part i 
he knew nothing about masonry, did not know who was a mason and who cot, b 
anless they told him. He never to his knowledge knew of any judge, juror, le 
witness or officer who was a mason, to give any preference in the performance fl 
of his duty to a mason over another who was not a mason. li 

Quest. Have you^any cause or good reason to believe that any such prefer- k 
ence ever was given ? • i 

Ans. I have had cases iuTcourt which went different from what I thought p 
right. There was some mystery in it, whether it was masonry or not, lew I 
tell. The particular case I refer to was with Ebenezer Davenport, carried 4 
on for him by Edward Wilcox, who I am informed was a mason. I wu k 
informed that there were several masons on each jury, once when the jury 
did not agree, I was informed that they stood 9 to 3, and that the three wen 
masons. John 13. Newton was on that jury, I was frequently in at his shop, 1 
and- generally found Wilcox there; after the papers were taken from thejurjJ 
I saw Newton and he told me he was satisfied that the witness (against me) < 
lied throughout in all he said. I asked him why then he did not give the 
case to me, lie replied because it would be fixing forgery upon the other ! 
party. Peleg Almy. 

Isaac A. Dennis , of Middletown, in the county of Newport, of lawful ige, 
on solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogi* 
tories. 

Itit. Have you ever heard Mr. Peleg Almy, of Portsmouth, or Mr. Augus- 
tus Peckham, of Newport, declaring publicly that they knew of masons beiig 
guilty of exercising a corrupt influence in any court of law? 

Ans. At the term of the court of common pleas when Bateman Munvo was 
taken off the jury as being a mason, he hoard Mr. Almy say that if the insti- 
tution was not put down, no man in this country could get justice done him; 
that he felt the effects of it. Witness asked him how, but he gave nostti* 
factory explanation. Has had no conversation with Mr. Almy since on. tint 
subject. Had^a conversation with Mr. A. Peckham, Jr. on last election day* 
He, Peckham, was speakiDg of the institution and grew quite warm; bejafcity 
said that he had suffered by the institution in that court house. Wltw* 
asked how and with whom, but Peckham did not explain. 

Isaac A. Dennis. 

Xichols Flassard , of the town and county of Newport, of lawful 
solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogitoita- 
Intg. Have you ever heard Capt. Geo. Howland say that he knew 
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•ibrition of mcmry m th# royal nrvh fclufpftr in ProvidMeft or 

ny older masonic &ui!jr for the relfrf oflho wetlrru putfkrtra «« thaj wrra 
d T or time l ben in prison in tbr wettvm pari nT New -York us coiieenied 
e abduction or pnitrdfar of Morgan, DM jmi v**r hear him *aj that he 
b&ett no informed by ftit? roya!ardj or ollinr fnaiflst? 

D%, II tf den?* not dnllodljr rtcdltcl of hiving heard him §ay on/ thing 
Hint. 

'*o r Huy« yon frequently heard Mr* YIdwI&aiI AnMa up mj Him subjVct 
asonry, ii ho, what uppeircd to he hi* *u&4itft«?il? tmun tlml subject, 
n*. lie has had a great deal ljI talk* with C'nph Howland on that iftV 
Kas beard hit** as*y that tUcta Hv&* nothing criminal in masonry that 1 ms 
t of* nbfer hrtfd linn !*ny thut tfirra was nnj thing in the masonic dill- 
iucompatihl* with n ny other ftbiigftifomi s re ft/ toll* nr rivil, How him! 
tor! ih.it tWc wore *f mt * things denied by masttiis which lift winftd not 
ifniltvtf upon/ On one ociiasiufj nftm hoeing attamlrd at on wi Bib; I mil 
*n;; (ho c«r*inoat«s n( miUaiioe into the fimt dircrw* «f masonry, How* 
HAid that it wit* nit rorr-ct When wit nr** ashed bun how came nt 
h ft t h it ftf } r - ja ft ** i fl nolrn tld fta of < h 1 i hr#*? fk tT ftjo* w <• r o n t> t to rffle I ', 
land oitfDd that they were correct but he would not | T -]I hi in %o hNaimfe 
Ipfrottil ha would bt* ennf burnt Fy horeing him nhnttt }r. HV (witnes*) some* 
i iWoghf Capl U mla ut wtu a jwrtfy good unimmmi. Hfl (Howland - ) 
at one tuna iitvtlfttl to unppcf at Dr atvH rjjHtfil on'wtlm w to 

»*ii with him wlifcfi U* iti/l> pi ml teft him thrre wtrniT he earn# awin', lm 
s H f*hmd itiN Uvi» Irmn alter him* They conversed about Dr Caseys 
dlie* with 111 -i ami tyj (Hnwhimi) said hc? tiit»ng!it thilDr. Case 

**um hi Softie in* (a rices by thy tnasOri»* 

to Tnrrifff. 

id yo * *m;r bear any jiw*ftn ol yonrJimifta r nJca to pttmp ornt of Cuyl 
land any information niiditl tnoiohfy or |h? proccMingo nf irt^ou*? 

W. lie tllifttcs b* ha** tfn ha* hiin*idf. Cun not &weor iTiail uny 
*r*or) hntl any s ich d<nfen£ bt? bad himself, 

C^-* Was or w?i* not Howl&ml at thin? very Tiro to talk nbiihi 

iMfiltiliOA, a ml did he not bK*r nr prnppsir* ,\o hrm^ them u book in cypto f* 
>ft r * y »|5ef that m> jirr*.on pres nt riwdd find out how to road it n* *U 
Hs; and if t J he hot prohic. 1 thern .nuch a hftnk/ 

ft* Copt, H o w la ml always 1 a tk t r d \ i - 1 y fV e e ly u po n t h e tin ! \)c at of mn- 
■ tint i t hit.dy. Since the vtrMifmf'ht bn* £0t m Hi^h bften more 

i*eil* If /wfsnil once ;^qi;I It? wmd Mirt^ a 'bonk there in cy e‘ivr about 
n ry and f* # a ft *s iv a rd * did b r i ng %\ ic bn Ii > ok a w f h ft of: ■ rc d to ma k $ a 
hut rton# hat tAusotis cAtlbl rrtuf *L Witness took it hot emdd aiuko 
hg of it, Mr* rt^ar^D Ttirocr *4 id In? wonld co^>gi; to read it tutd 
f to it m a ftlhrt Um^, an \ did llt.tn f id rmt nom - part of it* 
tg Did Uowiaftd *vy in your pnaenco that u t*(* wonid b# ilnmtiftd 
misaiFl cmilJ mak^ him sweii r to a for il'*o« wbut wit tip m 

ibn ami when urn! where wm it? 

in. He Ii ?ard him *ny r>im>tbin^ of tb^ kind at bit house but when be 
tell; ha littrd lucu toy fhat ^oaUl o>t ^vv^ir tu any tbiag I bat wts 
me for mawns nor any body cUo. 

t^. Did c»{)t, Howiaod, or did b« m*t, <if (its own free will md ftftmnl 
that book in cypher in dm po^i^ssion of fecim? [nwiw t wim mt pretext at 
liofute. uod did yon ever bear hi*ti a«>k to have it »■*■ turned to bun? 
i* Hj n^t recoiled* but it r&thrr itrikrv bitn Hmt h? diil IiWp it 
Mr. Taraar; ha* no ra^Uj^|o^ wMtltfr h<? ha* Ir-anl Imo nxk In haVir it 
nod* 

by CftmmUteft* VVht* Ho^Uod nid he would u4 »w^r tv my 

ii V 
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thk»g not trs*, for roaioM or any body rite— what led to hit making * 
speech; did he intimate that be thought any mason* would ask or mi * b bill 
tn swear to what wo* not true? Did he say or intimate that he thought that 
any other masons would swear to what was not true ? 

An*. There had been a case on trial in court, in which one party war a 
m&Btm and the other not, in which testimony of rjU*Ous bM m$u giveei 
Howland and myself were talking about that testimony at the time he mid* 
the above remark. He, Howland made no such intinuttiem as that expend 
in the question. 

Ques. Have you ever known ary fnas^ii of reputable standing ic *gcm!j 
la justify or palliate the murder of Morgan? 

Aqs. lie don’t know about that. lie has hoard a m?soa (Mr- Hr»irj 
Moore) somi; time afUr people, began to talk pcstty freely about the dfoir, 
say that he did not believe a word of it. and if it was so it wa# no nmre than 
he deserved, fie witness bn* never heard any other mason express mil * 
aentimeut, 

Quart* Did Mr. Moore express this . as his sober, doliber at/i opiaton* cr 
did he say it by way of retort ami in answer to soma accncation agsuol 
masons ? 

Ans* He expressed himself warmly , and as though be really ultif 
There was no provocation at all. 

Quest Jluve you not on miauy occasions in pm puco of Mr. Moor* ani 
to him, charged masoaa with the murder of Morgan and said that masons jus- 
tified it? 

Ans. He dWl know but he might have said so, and don’i know ayb* 
did. He has said that he heaved the iusliluliati a* an institution of ma- 
sonry hod screened the perpetrator** of the deed,, and be bpieitad il honest ly, 
and dues believe it now. 

Qucrt, Have you not had many dispute# with Jrfr, Moore upon such acca* 
sutiens? Ana. A good many. 

Intg- Have you tuba generally or often got wiumon such occasions? 

Au*. Yet; I never knew Mopte on any oc ration whrn aay mieW- 
iofj wa* asked him about the murder of Morgan, but wlv&t be would m »- 
aver wunnly and as if be felt it, even if over so ctiSl he tore. 

luig. Was it on one oftWtfe occasions that Mr, Moore used tWrx- 
ft ossions yon have st at c d t Aas . N o—i t was not 
’ In!g. Dn Wj* at occ * n f oil w as it ? wh on? w b o we r o p r c se nt ? wh a 1 
led lo it? 

Ans. I was asking him whether he believed that Mojgaji wa* joT-. 
ried off by masons* Wo were talking pretty coolly * He re jilted ** 
before stated* Thore was no one present. It wan Wt at the door Thb 
wft* two or throb yeara ago as near a# he roeol Joels Moore has she* 
held u different lathing*. He says nnw let the masons be punished 
and better hang the who!* of them. 1 hhv« heard lifm say that olUbi 
heard him and another m^on with him' bay the same flung last night; fit* 
other mason was Bukcr, thn mason by trade. J?lciSpLff HisuflP, - 

fikrtejrc Hnwlmni of Newport, of law fail ojrfe, on solemn oath, doth di- 
etaro and suy in arpwer to ititerrogatoricni! 

That ho is n tr*t*ion. Has taken the royal arch degree and the 
gr%es below fn t li^if order. Htf biw also taken the two ifrjrotn of my* 
el and select mtMcr, The fir«t three he took in Mount VofnyA l«Td§f% 
lV»vrdeae«\ about The other degrees be took in ihero**J 

arch chapter In Pn>r?derieb «t different times. AH of them be tfemk* 
prior to the tear 

Quemb by coBttntttwc, Do yon now reHIrct ihe n*fht *dtmru** #f 

«d to you? 
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^ should know It if read to m© (and being read he s&ys.V~th# 
form now read to me from paper annexed marked A is the first oath 
1 took, and is the same word for word, as I believe, except that the lat- 
ter or penal part of the oath is different. The expressions in the oath 
1 took were ere (or before) I would reveal, &c. &c. I would have, &.c» 
and that was my understanding of the oath, and not that I agreed to 
sutler any such punishment should I reveal, &e. That the fellow craft’s 
obligation now read to him from same paper is correct with the excep- 
tion and correction already mad-j in case of the first degree. The form 
of the master’s oath in caine paper is the same he took" with the correc- 
tion in the penalty already mentioned. The variations or additions con- 
tained in puper marked* E. being read to him he says, lie recollects 
clause Nu. 1, very well; but whether it Avas in the oath or lecture he 
can’t tell; he thinks it was in the master’s degree. The words in tha 
2d clause may or not have been in the oath lie took; he can’t recollect; 
he cannot now well distinguish between the form of the oaths he took 
in Providence, and those he has heard administered elsewhere. He 
docs not recollect the words in Nos. 3, 4 and 5. The form of royal arch 
mason’s oath read to him from same paper he believes to be the oath ho 
took. 

In further answer to questions contained in paper marked E he says, 
in answer to No 6, that those words he has heard somewhere; they 
are familiar to my ear; whether they were in the oath or lecture or 
whether he heard them in the Providence or some other chapter he can’t 
•ay; he thinks he heard them in Providence, but is not positive. To 
the seventh he makes the same answer as to the last. To the eighth he 
answers explicitly that he never took any such oath. To the ninth he 
answers that he never took any such oath. 

Answers to standing interrogatories. 

10th. He answers in the negative. 

14th, He answers in the negative. 

33d. He answers in the negative — *he never did hear any mason 

i 'ustify or palliate the abduction or killing of Morgan. I have never 
teard much said about it among masons for or against it. 

38th. He answers in the negative. 

Question by committee. Have you ever had any conversation with 
others upon that subject; if so, what was it? 

Ans. He recollects having had some such conversation with some 
person or persons here in Newport, he thinks; the persons he cannot 
now name; his recollection is indistinct. There was some talk about a 
contribution hav ing been made in some lodge or chapter in Providence, 
and I was referred to and joined in the conversation upon the occasion; 
and I then mentioned that I had heard or read such a thing before; that 
the first time I went to Providence I would enquire about it. I believe 
I mentioned that 1 had heard or read it in Providencp; it might have 
beeninNew-York; which place he was then frequently visiting on 


^Question by committee. Did you ever hear any such proposal for a 
contribution, made in any lodge or chapter in Providence or elsewhere 
by any member? Ans. No. 

In answer to questions by George Turner : _ . , 

Quest. What lodges have you attended in foreign countries, when 
and where? Are their ceremonies and modes of initiation and work 
as far as you know them similar to such as you have observed in thia 

C ° Ansf Has attended a lodge in Curracoar, and a French and Ameri- 
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tan lodge in Norfolk* and in virbuA o<l>tF plwts in the Maud* mud to 
Europe" Their ceremonies and mode of working wub few variant 
ore the same il» oar®. 

Quest, if you ron^tdered the penalty ofyaur masonic oaths in the 
ligrht ywt have stated* horn* do- you account for there bmog » flietin^ 
pv nutty to the aatb* of the several degrees* and all of them if intlkud 
i-iocr-HHanly producing (Until, but all by different mean® ? 

AlS9 . (lo knows of na reason for tb® variation except it is to roak® 
each one roon> impressive and binding,. and al so that the difibrenl de- 
grees may he lUHtingiiitfhed by the forms of tl^ obligations. 

Quest- Who was master of Mount Vernon long® at the time yen 
took the three first degrees? 

Ana, Henry Martin was master, he think®; whether lie was no 
when he, the witness, took the whole* witness can*t tell; thinks he w«r. 

Quest. Are the duties pointed out in the masonic ieet Tires con wider- 
ctl by masons as binding on them as the addresses and charges arc? 

Ana. He thinks they ore. 

Quest* Did you ever know a masonic obligation to he admin urtertiJ 
bf way of affirmation? 

Ans. Not to his knowledge. He never heard the affirmation cofttf 
for." 'There is nothing to make him doubt that it would be administers) 
if called for. 

Quest. Did this conversation occur at Mr. Hassard'* on the mm* 
night that you produced there the masonic book in cypher cotrtamiii| 
the lectures on the three first degrees of niaaonry ? 

An*. He amnot say. 

Quest. * 1» that hook* one authorized by the lodges or grand Jodgs 
of this State as instruction in the masonic lectures unthe three flirt tf«- 
grL'Ci of tmifiotiry? 

\ns, Heeartimt say. He knows nothing dbout ft. 

Qtie*f Have you or have you not studied it for that purpose? 

Ans, H* hlu$ ethdUid it for fils own instruction and to bru&h 

rust , 

Quest. Are die lectures as laid down in that book, when duty ilcrr* 
phertd. ft correct inline alien of the masonic lectures on those deqmt 
os practised In the lodge* in this Slate? An®. Yea. 

George IIiiwli^h, 


Biiteiit'M Jl/wnm* of Fortstnmilh, in flic r aunty of Newport, of lawful 
age, tin aoirmu oath statU declare and nay in answer to the followup ii- 
tcfingfllarh**: 

Intg. ire you or jiuve you been a freetnajoa; If*#* how many 
g re c - in rua* cm ry h nv e yp n t n k e a , n n d by tv L ui j 1> dge * or oh e r a \i rre 
you twhnitfcd* mi td what time? 

An*. I am a freemason, and about forty t ears ago I took itof/M <k- 
in Charleston, South Carolina* and the nest two in Itrihtd, ft. 1 
in the St. John ;- bdgo fc 

hug. by i f quM Have you or have you nut paid that bn ^nrr ta* 
boon of bale lisetoyuu jth a former, but lha wliilr >MU 
traded, you found it of groat service? 

■ Awa. found it wi'ile w foreign ceuiit rite. *j*i 

th« rreneh, Spanish and Kngl**la 

lulg. In vi hat ways did you find it servicahie? 

% showing lunwHf as a mason he hm got in for mat mo wh&i Ifo* 
nMrfcei# were* a#ui what he <;guJti do and what be could uet; and tf 

4 



§5 


aking himself known as a mason ho has been aided and assisted in 
niggling his goods in the Spanish dominions — never in this country* 
the countries he has mentioned he has been aided and assisted by 
e officers ol' the customs, and also by the governor himself, and also 
e bishop. For four years I sailed from this country with a memoran- 
tin of contraband goods for them, and for which I never paid any du- 
, making three or four voyages a year: the port I allude to was Ha- 
ma. I have myself received formal assistance from masons on vari- 
is occasions. 1 have, through the influence of my masonry, derived 
•eat benefit to myself and owners; and I have always made use of my 
asonry lbr that purpose. I have made myself known in foreign Conn- 
ies by the arts and sciences given me. Bateman Monro* 

William Wtlk\n*<>n, of Providence, Rhode Island, sworn, says, mr 
aswer to the interrogatories marked D. 

Answer to 1st interrogatory. I am u freemason, and have taken the 
dlowing degrees in masonry, viz.: entered apprentice, fellow craft, 
aster mason, mark master, past master, most excellent master, royal 
cii; and knight of the red cross, knight templar and knight of Malta, 
hich are usually blended together and considered as one degree; and 
le royal master’s and select master's degrees I have also taken. I 
a) initiated into the first degree in St. John r s lodge No. 2, in the state 
ouse in Providence, in June, 1792, and I received the second and third : 
agrees in the same lodge during the same year. I received thet hreenext 
egrees in the Providence chapter of royal arch masons, late iu 1793. 
also received the degree of royal arch mason in said chapter, in No- 
ember, 1793. The degrees of knight of the red cross, knight tempfer 
id knight of Malta, I received in St. John’s encampment, in Providence^ 
'he other degrees I received in what is called the counsel of royal and 
lect masters, in Providence. I was made a royal arch mason on the 
3t evening of opening a chapter in Providence, which was the first 
apter ever opened in the state of Rhode Island, and this chapter L 
diave wa? the see ml chapter ever opened in New England* 

Ans. to 2d. There was. 

Anil, to 3d. I am not positive whether this was the case with me ot* 
iking the entered apprentice’s degree; but I believe that such a decla- 
Ltion was made to me by the presiding officer on taking the obligations 
i each of tbs other degrees which I have taken. I have been the pro- 
ding officer, and have administered the obligation in each of the 
agrees up to the degree of royal arch mason, inclusive, and I have 
.variably stated to the candidate on his taking each of the obligations, 
ut nothing in the obligation which he wa3 about to take would inter- 
ne with his religious or political opinions, or with the duty he owed to 
is maker or his country; this wa3 the substance of the declaration. I 
annot bo positive as to the precise words made use of. So far as I 
are been acquainted with the masonic institution, its principles and 
ractiaes, this sentiment has been universally inculcated and practised 
pan, that the masonic obligations were not to interfere with the politics 
r religion of the mason. It was always considered that the institution 
ad nothing to do with a man’s religion, further than it required a belief* 
i God; ifthc candidate was known to be an atheist he would be re- 
acted at once. 

Ans. to 4th. I think that I could state the substance^of the obliga- 
oiis, but cannot repeat them verbatim.. The obligations in the three 
**at degrees, read from paper marked A, are, I believe, the same obli- 
Rtioos without variation which I took, and which I have usually admin- 
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istered, and havb seen administered by others in lodges. The ream l 
why I cannot repeat the obligations verbatim is, that 1 have not presided f 
in a lodge or administered them for nearly twenty years. It has not 5 
come to my knowledge that the obligations have been written or printed, “ 
but they have been handed down as matters of tradition. I read ma- 
sonic obligations in a book called Jachin and Boaz, nearly forty yean ■ 
ago; with this exception 1 have never seen masonic obligations written 
or printed until now. The several obligations read from paper marked 
13, being the mark master's obligation and the other obligations up to 
the degree of royal arch mason, inclusive, are substantially the sam ; 
obligations which 1 took, and which I have administered, and which I ' 
have always seen administered in these degrees, in chapters of mason*. 
There may be some verbal variations, but no substantial difference. 

The obligations of the degrees of knights of the red cross and knighti 
templars, read from paper marked C, are substantially the same obl»- : 
cations which 1 took, and which 1 have heard administered in encamp- * 
ments. 

There is nothing in the regulations of masonry which would prohibit 
an affirmative from being given instead of an oath. I never knew, as I 
recollect, any person request that the affirmation instead of the oadr * 
should be given to him. 

Answers to interrogatories relative to the clauses in the oath ia 
Aliya ’s ritual, on paper marked E. 

Ans. to 1st. 1 do not recollect any such thing. ^ 

Ans. to 2d. 1 don’t recollect any thing of the kind in the obligation. 

It is a general principle of masonry to assist a worthy brother in all hi* 
lawful undertakings. 

Ans. to 3d. And the words ‘ ‘ and they left at my own election , ” I never ; 
hoard in any obligation. 

Ans. to the 4th and 5th. I never heard any thing of the kind until I 
came here. 

Please to explain what is meant by “ all lawful signs and summon** 
which may be given or sent to fyc." and also what is meant “ if witkfr ' 
i/ie length of my cable tow," in the master’s oath, and the other clauses ii 
this oath. 

Ans. the first clause has reference to the notices to attend the lodge, 
and also to applications for assistance. “ Jf iciikin the length of myeM 
tow,” means if within my ability, convenience and inclination. This hm 

.always been my understanding of the meaning of this expression, tld 
1 have always practised upon this construction, and believe it to b* * 
correct. 

The expression, “I will aid and assist all worthy master masons, thi* ‘ 
widows and orphans , ” I think has been before explained in the explan* 1 
tion relative to the cable tow. 

The expression, ‘T will keep a brother's secrets ,” §c. means that, we 
should not unnecessarily, or lightly reveal a brother’s secrets. I do 
not consider that this would authorize the concealment of crimes com- 
mitted by a mason. If a mason had stated to me that he had committed 
any crime, I should have felt myself bound to disclose it to the lodge, 
and to have had the mason exneiicd. I do not think that 1 should, Ol- 
der my masonic obligations, have concealed any crime committed by > 
mason against the laws, or against society, whether the mason had bees 
expelled or not. 

The expression, iS J will apprise him of all approaching danger , M dot* 
not require a mason to warn a brother of the danger of punishment , 
offences which belied committed against the to*'*- .. I. never gut adif- 



05 * 

E const motion ujiMi* tma e\ .)re*«io£t m the ubliizniioiu, npr 'true- 
upon, nor be aril a different MWlructia^ by 1 CDi^itUr 

ht* abiiguiiuu, to aid, cu^iat* and Loop Up. vet* rat* ai abjjoilw m*~ 
Applets miiy to a worthy brothel. % . . * *1.* U » . **>L 

tw *k* you comitnjethe penalty of^feo obligation ? Answer, I con- 
it a* merely pnrwiituii, tmd biiidiflg upon the honor of tin* .mwiii, 
a no olhor way, 

»<u t>- the o&pianatkm of the plate, Sfe. IT, in the Templar 1 * Chert, 
rouijf Li Cros> ? Au^nr. The Twjiiplar’tj obligation contain t this 
s * &<v*i itrii'Ar* t off and pieced <m the higheni ipfrrc in i hr i*Ut*~ 
f tuid this plate looks like fc picture df it , 1 mivat examined Ciuafi' 
in oiy life, and knuw notbwg about it, 

over heard any suck expressions used w chapters a* siamd in pa- 
rvarkod [E,.J. Now, b, T, 3 and 0* 

ewer to 5ib interrogatory. A verbal charge was given to me at. 
o*e of t&k \ ng o aril o f i oy m ason k ob l i& ntion s ; t h t . ? rb » rg o* w* it 
unt hilly the same m those in Webb** Moritoyv WenV* Monitor 
tot been published at tin' time of my fcpciviag tbcdcgr* e-. up n>thn 
nroh dugioo. t considered the charge* a* onthracmg the trim 
of inammry, and Ido ding upon mo tor ray jnilc sand government tut 
bon. , , . . , .-J f 

estion. Way tho state meutt by tbo piemdtng ofmeir, loot your 
obligations ware not to inter faro with your religion or politic* 
i to you previous to taking euich, obligation ? 
ovirac. I do not reoidteft distinctly t but 1 think it w^. 
swpr to I Oth. I nevftr had any suuh idea. 1 have Jjuforn nJiued 
onstv action of fbo obligation** 1 never heard it nsdd by any nm*«n 
my lodge or any tiutfruns hud any such power or jurisdiction., 
laworto I2ili. Tho *mustituJhm and h) ■ law# of foqgc* nro frnfluf nu 
inted anti published, and are always kept in books of n»Con|* J 
of Ha anevet by-law #, and from my l vug tic quaint linen with I he tnn- 
institution, I can fray with safety, there are up no ere l by-J*w'#. I 
}t knons that ®.ny lodge has auy book of record «, or other bpok^cQn- 

ag ,. 

iswer to 13th, I do nut., > s , i , > 

law er to Uth. I did out. f have been a imu-nn lW, nearly forty 

^ I consider the object of masonry to be a social compact, front, 
b the topics of religion and politics are &^u«4f that the institu- 
inculcated the duty to caie-nd uur cliurUy to all jpankindi ami u»or«* 
euiarly Eo our brttliren ; nud that it inculcated the moral and spci^l 
&#, . 
i*wer,tg lffh, I .i 

to ITtb. I Sever did, 

i$wur to ISHh. 1 never did, 

is wet to Never, in no iuatancc, r 

igwer to ^2d, i never did. 

iswer to 25th . I have visited lodges in other r Lutes, ami do not 
t of any difference between their niaaoaic penalties, #igns, andmodo 
nking* auA Ihowe in the lodges ia this stale. 

mwe* to ibth. The several lodges in this are under the pubnrd i- 

i a #>jid juried ictimi of tho grand lodge of this vtalei and the said 
d lodge is not under the subordination or jurisdiction of anjr body 
as ci ns m the worjd* And the grand, lodge have no ccuiumuii cation 
the grand chapter, general grand chapter or eucnpipmun^ or any oth- 

ghevbody.of inu^ons, - 

fogratid lodgc£ in the several glides comm uni cete wit^ oh other m 
Kj Wr elections Sf officers and other masonic information, but in 
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bo o&er way, Thera 1* no connexion in gwarament or odicnri^ be- 
tween the giant) lodge* in the »i>v*rni «t&tu4 and the higher »>n1wt? of 
fiuutona; bat no tiwm cun he admit kd to I ho higher degree** tinles# (k 
he* taken nil the lower degree*. In the origin of I he grtrnd lodge i* 
this state, there being hut two lodge* in the state, there wo* a viifa to 
udmit eight hoitotory me inters, i think; but the gr^ud lodge nar^ij t 
vote many ye ora niter, l hut they would nut tunmi any new tenor trr 
tnciidxjis. In the yew 1108* the ehaytarg in the several JYew-EugU&i! 
state* and the elute ofNcw-Vtiik were ibrtued into one inmouic hidy ^ 
association, e«Mcd the geaumi grand chapter of the northern daCtt; 
this association w»« afterwards extended m &* to embrace aft the chap 
in the United Status ; and this masonic association is now called 
the general grand chapter of the United State*, and the p« voiding nfii* 
cei vs called the general grand high prise t, The BUforitl chapter* ki 
each state form the grand chapter of the state, and the presiding uflkej 
Trfthi«i masonic association ix ended the grand high pricrf. There »s m 
silbordifmtioii or connexion between uny umaonie sxgonutkm in l lie Util- 
led States and nay lodge or orde»r of masosiA in Ktfro|>i\ The grand 
chapters in the so v era I Staton an: subordinate and under the jur isdict i ox 
of the general grand chapter of the U tiited Sin few, I hare no know- 
ledge at what time, or in what country said higher degree* in masonry 
originated* or when they were introduced into this country. The rotid 
area and three proceeding degrees were introdu^pd in I j this fitolc in 
November* in the year 1 fftfi, and the higher degrees ban? hem intro- 
duced into this state since that time. The royal firch gihJ three preced- 
ing degrees were introduced into this slate by Mo*6h Sedan*. IVIcg 
Clark, Thomas W. Moore* the then BHHdi Cottaal, IJatiitd Sliiwrtl, 
Jonathan Dennison, Samuel Si ear ns* and I belie ** r IXnind Dulle r* it 
the request of other dliscft* of tins tttato, who wished to receive ihcm 

Ann, to 2Ttb* ft in when it ig thought expedient, 

Ant. tn S&tiih. I have no knowledge of any thing of the kind In my 
magnate body, 

Ans, la ilBth, The notice is entered cut the records ao that such r:- 
pelted member may not be received into that lodge, 

Anv, to Stltir* 1 have no knowledge of any such thing, neither havr 
I heard of any Wtieh thing. 

Aim. to 3 1st, It i5* if the mason make* himself kjiofrtl ns such. nnJ \ 
the lodge become* *atiMltod that hi* pVetenMona arc such em hr reprrsmfJ 
them, and lie htw taken the degree oft hat lodge; In ana* cr In iru-sr - 
orui part of thu question i would guy we tl j not know any great mm in | 
inn * ury* wo consider ourselves as equals. If a n asrm It ia boea cxpeli- | 
ed Horn a lodge and wc: know it, we should not adnttt him. If a jmwo 
had hem convicted of any gicul crime and wo knew* it. we should M 
admit him u;tu the lodge. Wr should not undertake to judge t>f biff 
or innocence. I make this declaration from my ki t>w ledge of masi^r- 
I never knew such u case* 

Answer to 9£dt l do not know of any proceeding* Ju any lodge ^ 1 
masonic body on this fcuhjccl* I have always etnitmtotcd ibal lh' a* 
sons in this State bud uo incra lo do with thix buMticss rcdmiivn U> Mx* 
gan , than riliasvtis of this State had* as eHixett. It was a mtUt? fr* 
another jurigdictiuii. 

A ns, to 35d, l never have heard any mason on any occasion hiritly 
the abduction or killing of Morgan. 

In answer to the Ulh interrogatory audited, I consider ihr secrsi# 
of masonry to Jmj merely personal by which one mason may know sooth* 
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•r. There is nothing in the secrets of masonry which affect any other 
persons than masons. The sole object of the secrets of masonry, is, t 
consider, to enable a mason to distinguish a brother mason from a per- 
son who is not a member of the fraternity. The secrets of masonry can- 
not affect any other member of society. 

Question by request. When you enter a regular organized lodge do 
you make any sign or motion; if so to what does it allude? 

Ans. This relates to one of the secrets of masonry, and cannot affect 
any other person than a mason ; and I therefore decline answering it. I 
4o not intend to answer or deny any questions relative to the secrets of 
masonry. I do not mean to say whether any such sign or motion is or 
is not made on entering a lodge. 

Quest, by request. Are the ceremonies of the initiation of a knight 
templar specified in page 250, and the representation or plate at that 
page, called the 5th libation in Allyn’s Ritual, correct? 

Ans. I never read them, and I never saw this book, anc^I have no 
wish to see it. 

Quest. Are you willing to answer any questions relative to the forms 
of initiation and secrets of masonry? 

Ans. I am not, as these are merely personal and concern no body but 
masons; and Ido not think the question proper to be answered. 

Quest. Do you know any thing about a check degree or new pass 
word’s being given by any grand master in this State to yourself or any 
other mason since the Morgan affair ? 

Ans. I know nothing about any check and new degree; there has 
been something instituted to keep out intruders or spies from the lodge. 

I do not know what this is, as I have forgotten it entirely. 

Question by request. Were these words, “This pure wine I take 
from this cup in testimony of my belief of the mortality of the body and 
the immortality of the soul, and as the sins of the whole world were laid 
upon the head of our Saviour; so may the sins of the person whose skull 
this once was, be heaped on my head in addition to my own, and may 
they appear in judgment against me both here and hereafter, should I 
violate or transgress any obligation in masonry or the orders of knight- 
hood, which I have heretofore taken, take at this time, or may hereaf- 
ter be instructed in, so help me God” — called the fifth libation, adminis- 
tered to you on taking the knight templar obligation? 

Ans. These words made no part of the obligation which was admin- 
istered to me on taking the knight templar’s degree. 

Quest. Were these said words used in any ceremony of initiation in 
the knight templar’s degree ? 

Ans. In regard to the secrets or ceremonies of this or any other de- 
grees in masonry, I neither affirm or deny any thing. 

Questions by request. Is there any thing in the royal arch mason’s 
oath which refers to keeping the secrets of a brother companion royal 
arch mason? 

Ans. The royal arch mason’s oath which has been read me embrac- 
es every thing which I have heard administered in the oath in this de* 
gree. 

Quest. From whence are dispensations obtained for the establish- 
ment of grand lodges, grand chapters and grand encampments? 

Ans. The grand lodges in each State were formed by the lodges in the 
State, and without any dispensation from any higher power, A general 
grand chapter was formed as I have before stated; and the constitution 
of the general grand chapter provided that there should be a grand chap- 
ter in each State composed of the officers of the chapters in the State, 
IS 



Questions b j request. Have you known any person who was a Ba- 
ton to give the secrets of masonry to any other not a mason, or instruct 
another in the higher degrees than those regularly received by him? 

Ans. I never did. 

Quest. Have you as a mason ever been told any thing respecting 
Morgan, or his fate, or his difficulties, in which you could put conii- 
dence; if so, by whom and at what time? Ans. I never have. 

Quest. l)id you ever know oi' Lewis C. Brown, of Cumberland be- 
ing tried in. the grand lodge in Providence for an offence against ma- 
sonry ? 

Ans. I have some faint recollection of some difficulty, but know 
nothing of-the accusations; it was some years ago; I think the records 
of the grand lodge will show. William Wilkinson. 

Bdrzillai Cranston , affirmed. In answer to questions says, he is a 
printer — resides in Providence — is a mason, and a member of Mount 
Vernon Ipdge, Providence royal arch chapter, Providence council of 
royal and select masters, all in said Providence, and the grand lodge 
of the state of Rhode Island and Providence Plantations — that he re- 
ceived the degrees of enlered opprentice, feHow craft and master ma- 
son, in said lodge in the year 1B14 — the degrees of mark master, past 
master, most excellent master and royal arch mason, in the said chap- ’ 
ter, in the year 1817 — and the degrees of royal and select masters, m 
the said council, in the year 1820. Have been presiding officer in the 
lodge and ccuncil, and am at present presiding officer in the chapter, 
and secretary in the lodge. 

Obligations were administered in each degree, and received in go ol 
faith by me, which have been written out in full and laid before your 
honorable committee, and are the same obligations in the aforemention- 
ed degrees written on papers marked A B and C. A good deal of pains 
have been taken to give the precise words of the obligations as they 
have been given most, in the different bodies, by consultation among 
the present and past officers. That form which the most of the officers 
bad used, was agreed on as the most proper form. I am certain these 
obligations are correct — that is as I learned them, and I learned them 
of the officers who administered them to me. My view of the obligations 
i», that they are ancient forms and solemn asseverations; that’they have • 
been kept in use as much fur their antiquity tis for any other reason, 
exeept the w'ant of confidence in the members to frame better ones; 
as the charter of this state has been clung to. The declaration that 
“the obligation is not intended to interfere with the candidate’s religious . 
or political duties,” as well as the eharges delivered or read from the 
* monitor to every candidate I consider as proper qualifications of the obli- 
gations. 1 have known the affirmation to be given to candidates, and should 
always have considered it my duty, while presiding, to have administered 
it on being requested to. I know of nothing in masonry against giving 
or taking the affirmation. My construction of the point in the master** 
obligation which says, “I will keep a brother’s secrets,” &c. is that the 
word worthy ought to be understood, as it is expressed in a preceding 
point. . And that they are binding on me so far that 1 w r ould suffer the 
penalties rather than reveal what I have therein promised to conceal, 
and no further. So I have instructed others. Had the obligations been 
framed to suit modern times, the explanations and qualifications which 
an improved moral sense has given them, would be unnecessary. Asa 
consequence of the masonic compact, I can state that money bas bee® 
appropriated by the lodge I belong to, for charitable purposes, in evert 
year since it was establiahcd, or since- it received a charter from the 
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State. 1 never visited a lodge or other nfasonlc body out of this Statfe* 
but once, and that was iu Seekonk, for the purpose of giving them in- 
formation respecting the manner of conferring the degrees and the lec- 
tures. 

I have never heard a mason justify the murder cr tilling of Morgan, 
and never heard one speak lightly of that transaction since it has been 
believed at all to be true. Before it was thought to be true, I heard ma- 
sons and others speak lightly of it, as a story got up for some other pur- 
pose — that of making sale for his book Sul rather than because it was 
true. 

i consider the masonic institution a charitable one, not merely a mu- 
tual insurance company; because a member or his distressed family may 
draw out more than he ever paid in. If a mason is in distress , his claim 
for relief is good. (See by-law and abstract of charities.) 

Extracts from the by-laws of Mmut Vernon Lodge. . “ Article ' 14.— 
Should any brother disclose any transactions of this lodge, tothe disad- 
vantage of the craft or any individual brother; or conduct himself disor- 
derly; or by visciousness and immorality of conduct act unworthily the 
character of a mason; for the first offence he shall be privately admon- 
ished by the master and wardens; for the second he shall receive a 
public admonition before the lodge; and for the third, when proved 
to the satisfaction of two thirds of the members present at a regular 
meeting, he shall be expelled the lodge, by ballot, as unworthy the 
fraternity. Provided, nevertheless, that should any member of this 
lodge be guilty of any heinous and infamous crime, deserving summary 
punishment, upon impeachment therefor, he may be expelled the frater- 
nity at the next regular meeting succeeding that at which he was im- 
peached; two thirds of the members piesent voting for the same by 
ballot.” 

** Article 21. — The master aud wardens of this lodge shall be a 
standing committee for charitable purposes, and shall, on applications; 
inquire into the circumstances of indigent and distressed brethren and 
their families; and it shall be in the power of not less than two of them 
to draw from the funds of the lodge, and relieve such of the distressed 
or needy as necessity may require, not exceeding the sum of four dol- 
lars to any one brother or family, at any one time, without the appro- 
bation of the lodge.” A true extract, B. Cranston, Secretary. 

Amount of money paid for charitable purposes from 1799 to 1830. 

1799, $18; 1800, $10,67; 1801 , $18 ; 1802, $30,50; 1803, $13,25; 
1804, $13; 1805, $15,75; 180G, $28,36; 1807, $38,62; 1808, $15,12; 
1809, $15; 1810, $28,50; 1811, $48,06; 1812, $34,25; 1813, $29; 
1814, $63; 1815, $45; 1816, $57; 1817, $106,39; 1818, $46,15; 1819, 
$48,50; 1820, $33; 1821, $35; 1822, $56,75; 1823, $107,25; 1824, 
$107,75; 1825, $97,04; 1826, $132,50; 1827, $100,92; 1828, $97; 

1829, $71 ; 1330, $74,50.— Total, $1,715 13, exclusive of money rais- 
ed by subscription, which probably amounted to several hundred dol- 
lars. 

Providence , May , 1830. Signed, Jason Williams, Com.” 

A true copy from the records of Mount Vernon Lodge. 

Providence, June 3d, 1831. B. Gr-ANSION^ Sec’ry. 

The by-laws provide for the expulsion of a member for disclosing 
4< any of the transactions of the lodge to the disadvantage of the craf£/* 
8cc. I know of no other punishment than expulsion, (bee by-law, 15th 
St. John, and 14th Mount Vernon.) . 
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The by-laws are "generally written, and kept in a book subject to tht 
inspection of any number. The constitution and by-laws of the grand 
lodge are printed, and lay on the table* I have printed by-laws for a 
lodge; I think Washington lodge; I know of no secret by-laws. 

In answer to the several interrogatories on paper marked E, I say, 

An swer to 1st. I am confident I never did. 

Ans. to 2d. I never did precisely in these words; there is a clause 
in the master’s obligation that “ I will not wrong a brother or deprive him 
of his good name,” 

Ans. to 3d. I never did; the form in that part of the oath is, “I will 
keep a brother’s secrets as my own, when committed to me in charge 
as such, murder and treason excepted.” 

Ans. to 4th. I never did. 

Ans. to 5th. I never did. 

Ans. to 6th. I never heard it in that form. 

Ans. to 7th. I never did. 

Ans. to Sth. I never heard the words <c espouse his cause so far as to 
extricate him from the same, whether he be right or wrong.” This obli- 
gation confined the assistance to be rendered, to a worthy brother. 

Ans. to 9th. I never heard the expressions in the latter part of this 
extract administered. 

Ans. to 11th. The extract 7th, &c. is correct. I shall decline an- 
swering relative to the manner. 

Ans. to 12th. I never so heard it. 

Questions by request. During the period for which you state the ex- 
penditures for charitable purposes, what amount was expended for oth- 
er purposes; and what was the receipts of the lodge for that time from 
all sources ? 

Ans. I am unable to state; the records of the lodge will show. 

Quest. Can you state any instance in which a brother or his family 
have received in charity a greater sum than he paid in for fees, quarter- 
ly dues, &c? If so please name the instance. 

^Ans. I think I could with the assistance of the records of the lodge, 
and the orders drawn by the charitable committee of the lodge ; their 
orders are summed up, audited and recorded at the end of the year. No 
quarterly dues are paid. 

Question by request. You state that the forms of oaths here exhibit- 
ed are such as most of those who consulted about forming them agreed 
to; who were the persons who consulted, agreed and directed those to 
be exhibited as your obligations? and who, if any, objected, and what 
were those objections? 

Ans. The persons who consulted about the form of oaths were Jo- 
seph S. Cooke, Peter Grinnell, William C. Barker, James Salisbury* 
Christian M. Nestell, Cyrus Fisher, John Andrews, Moses Richard- 
son, Samuel Jackson, 2d, and myself. These persons, I believe, had 
all been officers in the lodges, and it was their intention to give the 
form of obligations as they had been administered in St. John’s Lodge, 
the Mount Vernon Lodge, and in the chapter and council in Provi- 
dence, for a number of years past. There were no objections by either 
of these persons to reporting these forms of obligations. We found 
some little verbal variations, but no material difference; I had used the 
word ** unless instead of the word (( except ,” used by the other offi- 
cers; and there were some such other immaterial variations. 

Question by the committee. Have any of the funds of the Mount 
Vernon lodge, or St. John’s lodge in Providence been diverted from tbs 
legitimate object of these institutions, or have any of said funds beet 
misapplied ? 
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Ans. I believe that they have not. I think there is not one individ- 
ual in ten, who husbands his funds better than those institutions do. 

Quest. In addition to the funds of these lodges do their members 
make voluntary contributions tor charitable purposes ? 

Ans. It wa3 formerly the case when the funds were small, that they 
did. The lodges appointed committees to solicit contributions, and to 
apply them for the relief of the distressed members, and their families. 

Question by request. What are the legitimate objects to which the 
funds of a lodge are appropriated ? 

Ans. I consider that the legitimate application ofthe funds is to char- 
itable purposes, and to the ordinary and necessary expenses ofthe lodge. 

Question by request. What do yon understand by the ordinary and 
necessary expenses of a lodge or chapter? 

Ans. I consider that oil, lights, fuel, printing and the repairs of the 
liall, masonic implements, and such things would be necessary expenses, 
and ought to be paid out of the funds. 

Quest. By necessary and ordinary expenses do you include any oth- 
er things than those before referred to, and those of a similar character? 

Ans. I do not. I never have known the expenses for any dinners, 
suppers, or for any other convivial entertainments paid out ofthe funds 
ofthe lodges. I think that the expenses of some refreshments during 
the meetings of the chapters, such as crackers aud cheese have been 
paid for out of the funds ofthe chapters; the sittings of the chapters 
were in the evening and necessarily longer, than those of the lodges. 
Upon reflection, I recollect that a supper was recently paid for by the 
chapter in Providence. A supper had been engaged, it was an unpleas- 
ant evening aud the person providing the supper, was not likely to get 
bis pay for the expense which he had been at, and the chapter voted to 
pay him. 

Ques. Please state what is meant by the expression “if within the 
length of nvu cable toiv.” 

Ans. The definition which I have given and have heard other ma- 
sons give is, to bring it within the line of a mason’s duty to himself and 
family. 

In answer to the general interrogatories in paper marked (D) I say. 

Ans. to 10th. The declaration that the obligations were not to inter- 
fere with my duty to my God, or my country, wa3 impressed on my 
mind at the time oftaking the several masonic obligations, and has ever 
remained there; this declaration coming from the same source as the 
obligation, I considered it as a proper qualification of the obligation, and 
I did not consider that I bound myself to take life, or that 1 gave the 
right to any body else. 

Ques. Was the address preceding the oath, given before each oath 
above the master’s degree ? 

Ans. I think it was. It was always considered proper that this ad- 
dress should be given. 

Ans. to 14th. I always had an aversion to oaths from my early im- 
pressipns, but I submitted to these masonic obligations; I did not, and 
do not now, consider them incompatible with my moral, religious, so- 
cial, or civil obligations. I have before stated what I have considered 
the objects of masonry. 

Ans. to 16. I have proposed a question respecting the nature and 
extent of masonic oaths, myself; and I have heard the same arguments 
used by masons which I have before Btated; this was usually .not in open 
lodge, bi£ either before the lodge was opened, or after it was closed* 
I think I have proposed the question in open lodge ; and I have fre- 
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quently proposed it to leading members of the masonic fraternity. The 
construction which I have put in this deposition upon the masonic oaths 
and penalties, is the same construction which has been put upon them 
by other masons, when this question was proposed. And I think that I 
can say without vanity that many of the less experienced masons have 
relied upon me for a correct information of the construction of these 
oaths and penalties, and generally of the principles and practices of ma- 
sonry * 

Ques. by request. Was there ever any distinct proposition to alter or 
revise these obligations? 

Ans. I do not remember of having heard any such proposition made 
in a masonic body, further than what I have before stated. 

Ques. asked by request. Did you ever instruct a younger member, 
that if he were to reveal his masonic secrets he would not be liable to 
the penalty of his obligation ? 

Ans. 1 don’t remember of ever giving any mason such instructions. 

I have generally referred the candidate te the by-laws for instruction. 
There is no punishment recognized by the masonic lodges in Provi- ■ 
deuce, except what is laid down iu their by-laws. 

Ans. to 29th, When the expulsion of a member of any lodge in an- : 
other state, has been communicated to our lodge, it has been usual to 1 

F ut down the name of such person under the head of expelled members, t 
do not recollect to have seen any list of expelled members for a year f 
or two past, and I do not know that there have been any members ex- i 
pelled in that time. I 

Ans. to 3 1 . It is customary in lodges to admit a worthy masonic broth- ! 
er coming from another state, if kno wn to be such. If a mason should 
be convicted of a crime he would not be admitted into a lodge. Tfcfl 
lodges in this state, I think, would not take any order on a mason in 
another state, who had been convicted of a crime, unless he should apply 
for admission in a lodge in this state, or had been expelled from the lodge 
to which he belonged. 

Ans. to 32d. I think that the grand lodge have expressed their dis- 
approbation in their address to the people of this state. 

Ans. to 33d. I have already answered this question. 

Ans. to 3 5th. The candidate for the three first degrees pays into the 
subordinate lodge twenty-four dollars; and the subordinate lodge pay* 
over to the grand lodge for every candidate initiated, the sum of two 
dollars. I am not acquainted with the regulations oftlie grand chapter, 
and the subordinate chapters on this subject. 

Question by the Committee. What do you consider to be the nature 
or extent of the mysteries and secrets of masonry? ] 

Answer. I have always considered masonry to be a charitable insti- 
tution, and the mysteries and secrets of masonry are such as are calcu- 
lated to secure the benefits of the society to its members; these myste- 
ries aud secrets, I think, cannot affect the interests or rights of any 
citizen, who is not a member of that Association. 

Quest, by request. Is the picture in Cross* chart, plate S3, a repre- 
sentation of one of the ceremonies of the royal arch degree, which you 
do not feel at liberty to disclose? 

Ans. I do not know what this picture represents, I never saw any 
such representation in masonry. 

Ques. by the Committee. Have you heard the deposition given yester- 
day by William Wilkinson, read over deliberately? If so are, the state- 
ments and facts therein contained correct, so far^ they rdate to tha 
degrees you have taken, and so far as your knowledge extends, and so 
far as they are not varied in this your deposition? 
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Ana. 1 bare heard said deposition read oror deliberate!/, and the 
tatements and facts therein contained are correct so far as they relate 
o the degrees I have taken and so far as my kuowledge extends, and so 
*ar as they are not varried in this my deposition. 

Quest, by request. Have you any knowledge of a book printed in 
jypher now shown. to you? 

Aiis. I have heard something about such a book in cypher, I presume 
his book to be the same; I have never read it, and do not know what it 
contains; I never consulted it and never knew it to be consulted or 
lsed in any masonic Lodges, or by masons. I saw such a book once, 
ught or ten years ago in the hand of John Ilolroyd who had then re- 
cently returned from from the west. I do not know what it contained*. 

Barzillai Cranston. 

To the Hon. Legislative Committee, appointed to investigate the 
charges against masons and masonry in R. L 

Gtnilcraen — In my deposition, I was unable to answer one question 
vhich was put to me, and referred to the records. The question was 
something like this — <c Did you ever know a mason or his family to re- 
ceive more out of the funds than he had paid in?” Mr. Jason Williams, 
he treasurer of Mount-Vernon Lodge, has since handed me the follow- 
ng list of names, with the amount paid from the funds to each. When 
le handed it to me he observed that he supposed he had searched the 
reasurer’s book far enough to answer my purpose; that he did not look 
or all the cases of the kind which he might perhaps have found, and 
hat he did not search the book through. The following is a copy of the 
reasurer’s memorandum: “ Members (and families) of Mount-Vernon 
^odge who have received more out of the funds than they ever paid in. 
PVidow Aaron Smith $ 58 00 Widow Gray $ CG 00 ' 

iohn Ilolroyd 30 00 Widow B. Bogman 103 00 

rVidow Stockbridge Chandler 3:2 00 Widow J. Bogman 58 00 

V idow Bleven 42 00 Family of Steph. Williams 50 00 

IX r. Newcomb 28 06 Widow Baglcy 30 00 

fesse Whitmore 28 00 

The circumstances of the case will be a sufficient apology for my giv- 
the above names. 

1 wish the above to be made a part of, or annexed to my deposition. 

Barzillai Cranston. 

I Win. C. Barker , of Providence, R. I. Merchant Tailor, on oath do 
fcstify and say that I am a freemason, that I have taken the degrees up 
6 knight templar, I took the degrees of entered apprentice, fellow craft 
Hid master mason in^t Johns Lodge No. 2, in Providence, in June A. 

3. 1321, and the degrees of mark master, past master, most excellent 
Oaster and royal arch in the Providence royal arch chapter in January, 

V.. D. 1826, and the several orders of knight of the red cross, knight 
emplar and knight of nialta in St. Johns encampment of knight temp- 
ars in Providence in February, A. D. 1826. I served as master of said 
odge during the years 1824, 5, 30 and 31 ; have been an officer in the 
ffiapter, and am at present first officer of said encampment. 

That the obligations handed in and marked A, B, and C, which I 
lave heard read, are in substance the same as was administered to me, 
he same which I have given and heard administered to others — thatbe- 
ore each of the oaths were administered I was informed that nothing 
herein contained would in any manner interfere with my religious or 
>olitical opinions, and was asked if I was willing to take such an obliga- 
xoo. I never knew any objection made to affirmation instead of swear- 
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ing; always considered they might be given either way, and am very 
sure that they have been' administered both ways in our hall, but hate 
not now any particular case within my memory. But abundant evidence 
can be produced if required, and cases stated where the candidates af- 
firmed instead of swearing. 

At my initiation, as well as at the time of receiving the other degrees 
in masonry a charge was given by the presiding officer the same as is 
contained in Webb’s Monitor, edition of 1821. At the time of taking 
said oaths nor at any time since, did I or have I supposed that I gave 
any jurisdiction to any man or set of men, to execute upon me the pen- 
alties annexed to said obligations; but considered them as having per- 
sonal allusion to myself, and as having a tendency to fortify my mind 
against any illegal attack that might be made upon me by force or other- 
wise, to extort from me any of those secrets with which I had been en- 
trusted, and which I had promised never to reveal; and that should such 
an attack be made upon me I should feel it my duty to lay down my life 
rather than violate my vows or betray my trust: and such is my present 
opinion. 

I never considered that I shared in such jurisdiction over others, nor 
that masons had any power to inflict any penalty on any member of the 
masonic institution further than expulsion from the body to which he be- 
longed. According to the 15th by-law o'fSt. John’s lodge, which eve- 
ry candidate is obliged by our regulations to read or hear read before 
he signs his name to them. This is the only construction I have ever 
put upon the obligations, or heard put by upright adhering masons. 

I have ever and do now consider the masonic institution a social and 
charitable institution for mutual instruction and assistance. It is incul- 
cated in masonry, that “to relieve the distressed is a duty incumbent 
on all men, but particularly on masons who are linked together by so 
indissoluble chain of sincere affections. To soothe the unhappy* to 
sympathise with their misfortunes, to compassionate their miseries, and | 
to restore peace to their troubled minds, is the grand aim we have in 
view. On this basis we form our friendships, and establish our connex : 
ions.” It is not however my meaning to say that masons are bound to 
afford permanent support to the poor. This could not be expected.— 
They consider it their duty to relieve the immediate distresses of those 
who may stand in need of assistance and an affecting instance which has 
recently happened in this town, might be presented to your honors; of 
a poor widow who was taken down and confined by sickness till her re- 
•sources failed, and who has received assistance from the funds of the 
lodge and chapter of which her husband had been a member. 

The secret mysteries of masonry are certain forms and ceremonies 
whereby a mason may know a brother mason from the rest of mankind, 
and that they are useful to none but masons, and are of such nature as 
cannot possibly benefit any person unless lawfully obtained, and cannot 
possibly injure the rest of mankind, there is nothing in them but what is 
perfectly consistent with morality and religion, and are calculated if 
properly understood, to make better men and better citizens. We have 
no printed by-laws in our lodge, nor do I know of any except those be- 
longing to the grand lodge. We have no secret by-laws. 

The principles of masonry forbid the discussion of religion or politics 
in the lodge. I never knew any combination of masons for any*politi- 
cal purpose. I never considered my obligations bound me to favour or 
vote for a mason in preference to a better man not a mason. ■ 

I never knew an j masonic sign given in any court to any judge, juror, 
or officer ; and if I had known or should ever know any such sigh gives 



m* aforesaid, and answered by the officer to whom it was mode, I should 
consider it my duty as well as the duty of every good mason, to itepei£ 
both parties to the lodge; and should use my utmost exertions to have 
both expelled from the same as unworthy of the fraternity, equally 
much so as for revealing any of the mysteries of our order. I should 
consider they had committed as great a crime against the institution of 
masonry as they had against the civil authority. 

I never knew any masonic obligation to come ia conflict with any oth- 
er obligation, nor do I consider it possible in the nature of things for 
4hemto conflict; for confirmation I refer to the charge given to every 
mason on his first admission to the lodge, and is contained in Webb’s 
Monitor, page 42, 43 and 44, of edition of 1821. 

I have never to my recollection visited lodges in other states. There 
.is a connection between lodges and grand lodges, but no other with any 
4$i the higher orders in masonry, either in this state, the United States 
or any foreign country. 

It is customary to report expelled members from one lodge to anoth- 
er. There has not been any communication to my knowledge to any of 
the bodies of masonry in this State on the subject of Morgan’s death. 
I never heard any mason justify the killing of Morgan, or any othqr 
man. Do not know at what time the higher orders of masonry origin- 
ated. ■ \ 

We have been accused of squandering away our funds in dissipation, 
but the lodges in this town abolished the system of refreshments a long 
time ago, at a time too when it was fashionable for all social parties — 
-even with ministers at ordinations — to have brandy, &c. set on the table. 

During my knowledge of the institution of masonry, considerable 
suras have been applied for charitable purposes, and no call from a wor- 
thy source has eyer been rejected. 

I do know of the sum of one thousand six hundred seventy-three dol- 
lars and ninety-three cents,* having been applied for the relief of thp 
^distressed from St. John’s lodge, No. 2, Providence, from the yesi 
1807 to 1830 inclusive, being 24 years, according to the schedule here- 
unto annexed; and the sum of one thousand seven hundred fifteen dol- 
lars for the last 30 years from Mount Vernon lodge of Providence, (see 
Cranston’s testimony to this point) and the sum of one thousand four 
hundred two dollars and fifty-seven cents, fjom the royal arch chap 
in Providence, for last 28 years, (see schedule on next page) making a 
gaum total of four thousand seven hundred and ninety one dollars and 
sixty-three cents, in less than 30 years (from three masonic bodies) ip 
the town of Providence ; besides large sums raised by what used to be 
germed the charitable committees, — these were committees appointed 
juuiually to solicit private subscriptions by the several bodies of mason- 
ry, and prior to the year 1824 used to collect and pay out annually va- 
rious sums, say from twenty-five to one hundred dollars per year for 
jQach committee, of which no correct account was kept on the records, 
and is not reckoned into the schedule presented,— besides considerable 
sums given by the Providence council and St. John’s encampment ip 
Providence, of which we have no account at present. 

This exposition of our charities is not made by way of boasting, but 
in self defence, and for the purpose of shewing to the committee and to 
*lbe world, that our funds have not been squandered as we have been 
charged, and that our charities are not altogether mere pretence, as 
wme of the antimasomc prints and the testimony of seceders, have ea- 
~ jleavored to fix it upon us. 

- We part of thefunds^f tte lodges are diverted to the use of tbe gw- 
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mol grand chapter, nor any other chapter or masonic body, except the 
grtf no lodge. Nor are the lodges amenable to or under the jurisdiction of 
me gen. grand royal arch chapter or any other masonic body except grand 
lodges. Lodges, chapters and encampments, are as distinct from each 
other, as any other society is distinct from "them — no more amenable to 
each other, than any other society is to them. But no person can take 
the higher orders in masonry except first receiving all the lower degrees. , 
Extract from the treasurer’s book of St John’s Lodge, No, 2, Provi- 
dence, of money paid out for charity, j 

1807, $32 47 1812, $39 50 1817, $21 31 1822, $58 00 1827, $177 3$ 

1808, 17 37 1813, 37 00 1818, 61 65 1823, 115 50 1828, 11050 

1809, 32 00 1814, 83 00 1819, 67 50 1824, 149 25 1829, 111 00 

1810, 26 50 1815, ’ 66 00 1820, 36 00 1825, 122 50 1830, 6000 

1811, 52 05 1816, 29 00 1821, 45 00 1826, 123 50 

Total, $1673 98 

Extract from the records of Providence royal arch chapter — account 

of monies paid out for charitable purposes from 1803. 

1803 and 4, $1300 1810, $70 00 1815, $75 00 1820, $49 00 1825, $6300 
1805 and 6, 1600 1811, 3000 1816, 4000 1821, 57 00 1826,12800, 

1807, 33 50 1812, 63 00 1817, 1150 1822, 2000 1827, 41 00 

1808, 38 00 1813, 19 00 1818, 8432 1823, 67001828, 2100 

1809, 34 00 1814, 110 25 1819, 105 00 1824, 119 00 1829, 5700 

1830, 38 00 

Total, $1402 57 

It has been denied that we allow candidates for the degrees in mason- 
ry to affirm instead of swearing, and as I did not recollect any case, I 
e taken the liberty of procuring the testimony of Henry Martin, Esq. 
onihis point; Mr. Martin has been for many years familiar with all the 
< monies in masonry, and has presided over two masonic bodies in 
3 town. His testimony is full and complete on this point, and is pre- 
\ to you, which I hope will be received by your honors, that this 

^mficant point made so much handle of by our enemies may be put ! 
rest. 

j by Mr. W. Paine, Jr. You say in your deposition that 

< handed to the committee, are substantially the oaths that 

re given io you, in wha^ do they differ? ! 

Ans. In no single point to my knowledge. 

Quest. Cannot a person be a member of a chapter encampment aai 
lodge at the same time ? 

Ans. He can. 

Questions by G. W. Jackson. Were not the oaths and obligations 
as administered in the masonic institution considered as part of the mt* 
sonic secrets prior to 1826? 

Ans. I cannot tell; they might have been by some. 4 
Question by do. Did you ever know prior to 1826 of an instance of 
a mason repeating to any but masons the oaths and obligations, as ad* 
ministered in the institution. 

Ans. I don’t recollect of any such instance, if I had I should have 
thought on the subject. 

J, Henry Martin , of Providence, in the State of Rhode Island, testi- 
fy and say, that I presided as master of Mount Vernon lodge, No. 4, in 
Providence for three years; that during that time, I conferred the three 
first degree? of masonry upon several candidates; that on addressing 
the candidate ? explaining to them the nature’qfihe oath about to be ad- 



ministered upon asking the question, “ are you willing to take sucfcaft 
oath.* 9 I have in two or three instances been told by the candidates 
that they would affirm, and accordingly did affirm them, varying thd 
oath so far as to use the word N “affirm” instead of “swear,” and at the 
close of the obligation instead of the words, “so help me God, and keep 
me steadfast in this oath or obligation,” using these words “ and this 
affirmation / make, promising to remain steadfast in this obligation.” 

Henry Martin. 

Providence , Sc. In Providence, this seventh day of January, A. D, 
1832, Then personally appeared the aforenamed Henry Martin antt 
made oath, that the aforegoing testimony by him subscribed, is true. 

Before me, 

Charles F. Tillinghast, Justice of the peace* 0 

William C. Barker’s deposition continued. 

Question by W. Paine, Jr. Did you prior to 1826 feel yourself at lib- 
erty to repeat the oaths of masonry to hny but a mason ? ' 

Ans. 1 never thought of the subject before that time, nor then, but, 
if the question had come under my consideration I should probably 
have concluded they were not secrets. 

Question by the same. Did you in the knight templar’s degree take 
an obligation called the fifth libation, if so, is it not considered as a seal 
to all your former obligations and the most binding oath administered 
by the masonic institution. 

Ans. I have referred to all the obligations that I have taken, and 
they have been handed in to the committee. The obligation in the 
knight templar’s degree has been handed to the committee. 

Question by the same. Is there such an obligation administered in 
the masonic institution as the fifth libation? 

Ans. I have referred to all the obligations that I have taken in ma- 
sonry, and they have all been handed to the committee. 

Quest, by same. Is there in the cerenonies of the masonic institution 
any oath, obligation or affirmation, called the fifth libation? 

Ans. I have referred to every obligation that I know any thing about 
in masonry, and they have all been handed in to the committee; as to 
the ceremonies of freemasonry, I have nothing to say about them. 

Quest, by same. Has there bfeen a new oath instituted in the mason- 
ic institution, which is used in conferring a check degree or pass word, 
since the year 1 826 ? 

Ans. I have alluded to all the oaths in masonry that I know of, and 
they have been handed to the committee. * 

Quest, by same. Has there been to your- knowledge a degree, cheok 
or pass word instituted in masonry since the year 1826? 

Ans. I have nothing to say about the pass words. 

Quest, by same. Do you know how many members have been initiat- 
ed into the three masonic bodies to which you refer in your- diposition,/ 
and what is the charge for each degree; if so please state the number- 
and price. 

Ans. I should say generally I do not know; there are some facts en- 
quired of that I do know: the price of initiation is twenty-four dollars 
for the three first degrees, thirty dollars for the four succeeding degrees, 
and thirty dollars for the three next degrees. The price, as I have un- 
derstood, is different in different places, and has varied in this town. f 

Quest, by same. If freemasonry is a charitable institution, why does- 
it refuse to admit those as members who are most likely to need the flu^* 
mstmm of their fellow^men— such ps are deformed or dismetnbefed in 
body, and not of whole and entire limbs* as a man ought to be ? 



And. I consider that as masons we have £ right to make oar own rule# 
iad regulations in all cases, provided they are not repugnant to law. 

Quest, by G. W. Jackson. Do you consider yourself as bound by 
your masonic obligations, or did you ever know any mason that did 
consider himself as bound to render any pecuniary or other assistance 
to a mason giving the sign of distress, without enquiring how he came in 
such a situation? 

Ans. I never did. - 

Quest, by Joseph S. Cooke. Do you know of any individual or fami- 
ly of a diseased brother having received in charity from the funds of any 
masonic body, a greater sum than was paid in for his fees? 

Ans. I do, in a number of instances. 

-*■ Quest, by Samson Almy. You say that you never knew an upright 
adhering mason to consider his obligations as binding them to inflict any 
punishment except expulsion from the lodge ; did you ever know any 
mason to consider them in any other light ? Ans. I never did. 

Quest, by John S. Harris. You say you have never received any in- 
formation from lodges or masonic bodies of Morgan’s death, have yon 
ever heard masonically or otherwise, that Morgan had written or wa s 
about writing a book disclosing masonry, and that he had suffered either 
by confinement or otherwise in consequence? 

Ans. I have never heard masonically: I have heard such reports and 
seen them' in the newspapers. 

- Quest, by same. Did you ever yourself? as presiding officer of a 
lodge, or know others in that capacity to inform the candidate, when ini- 
tiated, the oath he was to take, or the substance of such oath, previous 
to takingit ? 

Ans. We inform them that they are to take an oath, and explain to 
them that it will not interfere or conflict with their religious or political 
opinions. Wm. C. Barker. 

I Joseph S. Cooke , of Providence, merchant, before a committee appoint- 
ed by the legislature of Rbode-lsland to examine into the charges against 
masons and masonry, on oath do testify and say: — That I am a freemason} 
having taken eleven degrees, viz. entered apprentice, fellow craft and mas? 
ter mason in Mouut Vernon lodge in said Providence in the years 1812 and 
13 — mark master, past master, most excellent master, and royal arch in the 
royal arch chapter in ^aid Providence in 1819 — royal master and select mas- 
ter ia the council in Providence — knight of the red cross, knight templar and 
knight of Malta (the two latter as one degree) in St. John’s encampment of 
knight templars in Providence in 1826; — have served as master of Mount 
Vernon lodge, and am at present grand master of the grarid IcJlge of tbi% 
State. That there was an oath or obligation administered to me bn receiv- 
ing each of these degrees, corresponding to the best of my knowledge and 
belief, to those handed in to the committee and by them marked A, B and C 9 
—that 1 was told by the presiding officer previous to receiving the degrees, 
that Uiere was nothing in the obligations which would interfere with my relig- 
ion or politics, my duty to God or my country, or words to that effect, and I 
consider the penalties qualified thereby. I received a ebarge en receiving the 
several degrees, as mentioned in Webb’s Monitor, which 1 Considered as ad* 
vice given to me for the government of my conduct. I have not considered 
that, in my obligations, I gave jurisdiction to the lodge or any other masonic 
body, or my brethren, to execute upon me the penalties expressed in said 
oaths severally, or that I, as a member was to share in the same power to 
others. I know of no secret by-laws in any lodge, chapter or nnrompmaot 
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1 do not consider a ay of m y nsftMntc obligations at incompatible with ray re* 
ligious n moral, social or civit obligations. I consider the objects of masonry 
to be to diffuse light and knowledge to the craft, — to dispense charity, and is 
defined in the first sentence in Webb’s Monitor on “speculative masonry” p. 
47 of edition of 1821, based on “brotherly love, relief and truth,” (see Webb’s 
Monitor, page 38.) I never beard the subject "of the nature and extent of 
the penalties discussed in any lodge or other masonic body. I never heard 
it asserted in any lodge or other masonic body that they bad power to infiict 
punishments for any offence other than expulsion, nor ever heard of any other 
being inflicted by such bodies. 

The principles of masonry forbid the discussion of religious or political sub- 
jects in the lodge. I never knew any lodge or masonic body to combine or 
take any measures to support a mason for any office. I never considered 
that any thing in my obligations bound me as a freeman, to vote for a mason 
for office in preference to a better man, not a mason, — nor ever practised on 
such a construction of them. I never considered that my obligations bound 
me to favor a mason at the expense and to the injury of others of my fellow 
Citizens, nor ever practised upon such a construction of them. I never knew 
any sign of a mason given in a court of justice, nor of any judge or other officer 
practising upon such a construction of the obligations to defeat justice . 1 consid- 
er my civil obligations paramount to my masonic y as in the charge to a master 
elect of a lodge I “agree to be a peaceable subject and cheerfully to conform 
to the laws of the country in which I reside ;”- — my moral y as in said charge 
1 “agree to be a good man and true and strictly to obey the moral law.” 

The expulsion of a member is communicated to grand lodges in correspond- 
ence with the grand lodge of this state. I know of no communication receiv- 
ed by any lodge, chapter or encampments from any bodies in New-York re- 
specting the expulsion of any mason for having been concerned in the Morgan 
affair, or heard of any such. A worthy mason can at all times be freely ad- 
mitted in any lodge as a visitor. The grand lodge in their address to the 
public have disapproved of the conduct of those concerned in the abduction of 
Morgan. I do not know of any lodge having passed any vote on the subject. 
I have never heard any mason “of respectable standing in society” or any 
other one, to my knowledge, justify the murder of Morgan. 

Question by John S. Harris. Was the words “of your duty to your G off 
and your country contained in the master’s assurance to you before your initia- 
tion used, or only the words that the oath would “not interfere' with your pol-. 
itics or religion? Ans. I do ngt recollect. 

Questions by Walter Paine, Jr. Do you consider that as a mason you 
are under any obligation to answer a masonic sign that may beg^iven you by 
a stranger, or any person that is a mason? 

Ans. I don’t know how far I should be bound. I never had any such 
made to me, but if one should be made I should notice it of course, and should 
act according to circumstances. 

Qu. by do. Have you as grand master of the grand lodge of Rbode-Island 
ever received any communrcation from masons in other States in relation to 
the abduction or murder of Wm. Morgan, or any circumstances growing out 
of that affair. Ans. I have not. 

Qu. by do. Do you understand that the penalties of masonic oaths are in any 
way binding upon those who have taken them; if so, in what way? 

Ans. The written deposition of IV. C. Barker wherein he states in what 
way he considers the penalties binding contain my views on this subject. 

Question by the committee. Do you consider by the principles of the in- 
Ititution, that you are to consider the claims of indigent brethren, or the fam- 
ilies of such wbeA Ahoy are deceased, as having a claim on your indmdaat 
charity, as well as on the funds of the lodge? 
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Abb. 1 do not consider they hare any dwtin at such, but I consider that 
in dispensing mf charities I should give them a preference, from a feeling of 
iifection or brotherly love. Joseph S. Cook a. 

I, Christian M. Neslell , ornamental painter and gilder, a resident of Provi- 
dence, am a mason, and still adhere to masonry. I have taken the following 
regular degrees, viz. : entered apprentice, fellow craft, master mason, mark 
master, past master, most excellent master, royal arch, royal master, select 
master, super excellent master, knight of the red cross, knight of malts, and 
knight templars of the order of St. John at Jerusalem. Also the following 
which are called ineffable degrees, viz. : union master, Roman eagle, secret 
master, three kings,, knights of Jerico, knights of the Mediterranean past, 
knight templars, high priest, and others which names do not now occur tome. 
In attaching myself to the masonic institution, and in the taking of the fore- 
going degrees, I was previously impressed with a favorable opinion of the 
institution; which impression led me, of my own free will and accord, to 
solicit the recommendation of my friends to enable me to obtain them. I 
never knew it to be the duty or practice of masons, to use any* exertion! 
towards soliciting the accession of members. As a man and a mason I con- 
sider my duties to my Creator paramount to all other duties; and I feel willing 
to testify and declare in truth and sincerity under a solemn oath, that I ban 
never taken any oath or obligation, ttyat 1 consider can in any wise interfere or 
conflict with the duty I owe my country. Neither has any of my obligation 
or promises made in masonry, ever given my brethren any right, or power, to 
execute, or inflict any penalty upon me beyond expulsion. The ihvocatioB 
attached to each degree I have always understood to be between my Creator 
and myself, should I ever wilfully, or knowingly, disclose unlawfully the vital 
secrets of freemasonry. The internal secret forms and ceremonies attached 
to each degree, I view as a species of private property which I have justly 
and lawfully purchased, and which I never will consent to yield up to any mas, 
or body of men, who are not as justly and lawfully entitled to the same as I 
, am myself, even were my life and property to be the forfeiture. I consider 
the prominent object of freemasonry is to promote the best interest of mankind. 
Every mason is bound to alleviate the distress of all worthy brethren, no mat* 
ter whether they originated in the immediate vicinity in which he resides, or 
sprang from the remotest corners of the earth. I have been a mason eleven 
years; have held an office in all the masonic bodies of this place, and have 
served two years in the first office in the gift of the lodge in this town, during 
which period I never knew a call for relief refused a worthy brother, his widow 
or orphan. I am a permanent member of all the masonic bodies in this pines, 
except the grand chapter, and of that for the time being, by virtue of an oflkt 
held in the subordinate chapter. And in taking the several degrees attached 
to each body, I was distinctly informed previous to taking my obligations, that 
they were not to interfere with my religion, politics, or my allegiance to my 
God or my country. I never was led, or influenced by them, to confer a favor 
on a mason, to the injury of one who was not a mason. The morhl precepts 
which masonry inculcate, has been a great stimulus in teaching me to render 
every man his just due without distinction. The secret forms and ceremonies 
of each degree, with their true explanations, are calculated to fix and impress 
the mind with correct principles of morality; they are also designed to unite 
and conciliate true friendship among men, which friendship would never lavs 
otherwise existed. We have secrets which our obligations bind ns sacredly 
to conceal; by them we are enabled to distinguish true brethren from impost* 
ers, and if we were not under these obligations to keep them from had me% 
they would soon become common and of no intrinsic value by thoir 
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I have never regretted the taking of the degree*, in masonry, and if tb*r« 
Were any more to be conferred, I should seek to obtain them. They bare 
been the means of introducing me to many valuable friends, and the study of 
each degree has had a tendency to strengthen and improve my memory, with 
many other advantages, which has proved more than a remuneration of the 
whole amount I ever paid to obtain them. As it regards my masonic ties to 
those brethren who compose the masonic family, I am bound to them as far as 
truth, honor and justice will warrant, and no farther. I am not to screen 
them from the arm of law, cloak their iniquities, render them assistance to 
the detriment of myself or family; nor am I to enter into plots or conspiracies 
Against the government of the conntry in which I live; but feel myself bound 
by the precepts of masonry, to be a peaceable quiet citizen of the place in 
which I reside, and to patiently submit myself to the legal authority thereof. 
I am ready to confess we have some immoral and disorderly members among 
us^ but I do know it to be the duty of each member of the body where such 
belong to complain of them, and have them admonished and exhorted to refor- 
mation; and should this gentle means fail, we then have recourse to expulsion, 
and thus forever withdrawing from them our felloVship as masons. I consider it 
my duty as a mason, to so live and conduct myself as to avoid becoming a subject 
of reproach; and use my endeavors to preserve unsullied the reputation of the 
institution. I hold myself not accountable for the depredations said to ba 
committed on the body of William Morgan, by those who have passed through 
our solemn ceremonies; if it be true that this outrage was committed by such, 
and they had become so wretchedly depraved as to trample on the laws of God 
and man, they, and they alone, on proof of guilt, are culpable; and agreeable 
to the laws of our country, have forfeited their existence. 

. Question by Walter Paine, Jr. Have you not visited the lodges io thi* 
state since the year 1826, to give the check word or test oath? 

Ans. I was appointed grand lecturer by the grand lodge for two years, 
during which time it was my duty to visit the lodges; the duty which I had to 
perform was to lecture on the secrets of masonry; what those secrets were I 
don’t feel it my duty to communicate. 

Question by Walter Paine, Jr. Do you know when the check degree 
originated, and for what purpose it was formed, and when it was received in 
this state, and by whom? if so please state it. 

Ans. I don’t know any thing about such a degree as the check degree* 

Christian M. Nsstell. 

Providence, January 5th, 1832. 

JMose s Richardson , of Providence, on oath testifies as follows: 

Questions by the committee. Are you a mason? 

Ans. I am a mason. 

Quest. Where did you receive the degrees. 

Ans. I received the three first in Bristol lodge, Mass, more thaa^ thirty 
years past-r-the four neit degrees in the Providence royal arch chapter I 
think in 1802 — and the degrees in the encampment in 1807, and tenor fifteen 
degrees, called the ineffable degrees, from time to time since that period. I 
have since presided in St. John’s lodge, Providence, and likewise in the Prov* 
idence royal arch chapter in the years of 1815 to 1818: and in the year of 
1821, having moved into the town of Attleborough, Mass. I was elected 
master, or presiding officer, of Bristol lodge for several years until I moved back 
again to the town of Providence. I have served as secretary to St. John’s 
lodge, the Providence royal chapter, the grand chapter, the council of royal 
and select masters and the encampment in Providence; and am at present 
treasurer of the grand encampment. I held each of these offices, for several 
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year*; and, from allT have experienced or heard, I believe at no masonic 
body have any private books or accounts. They are open to ill, except some 
idle and officious people, and we shad not gratify their idte • iosity by shew- 
lag them. x 

Quest. Did you distinctly hear the answers of Wm. Wilkinson dimt'g 
bis examination before the committee? 

Ans. I* did, and think his answers substantially correct? 

Quest. Have you heard of the report that a person was murdered by tbr 
grand lodge of the State ca Rhode-Isiand; and if so please state your knowb 
edge of the same? 

Ans. I have seen a statement of Moses Thacher, said to have been made 
to his church and society, and at the Franklin Hall, Providence, at F d ncuif 
Hall, Boston; at Philadelphia and divers other places in and out of ibis State; 
and i believe that no two of the statements are alike; and from all the evi- 
dence before the public, and from all the statements I have heard, 1 beltm 
the whole story to be false and without foundation. As I have been a mein- 
ber of the grand lodge for nearly twenty years, and never heard any thing *1 
the subject in the time, I conclude it was got up by political antiiiiaacns fa 
base purposes. 

Quest. Have you ever heard any one justify the murder of TVm. Morgan: 

Ans. No I never have; but every mason that I have heard express fcu 
Opinion on the subject, condemns the transaction in the strongest possible tertr; 

Quest. Have you ever known any masonic body, saj lodge, chapter or 
encampment justify the Morgau transaction? 

Ans. No, I have not; but 3 irectly to the reverse. The antimasons La<t 
repeatedly charged the masonic bodies with neglect, in their not disavowri.’ 
the act of abduction or probable murder of Wm. Morgan; and that the btaod 
of said Morgan rested on the head of every mason, in consequence of it behj 
•upposed that his murderers were masons. But my opinion is that l be bW 
of Michael Servetius, murdered by John Calvin, rests upon the head of etc 17 
Orthodox Christian as justly as that of Wm. Morgan does on masons; a: I 
cannot conceive what further disavowal was necessary, than that which iui 
made at the first news coming to our knowledge. I was a member of the g*ir 
oral grand chapter, which was in session in the city of New- York in Severn* 
ber. 1826 , when the news was received, that Wm. Morgan had been sd duct* 
ed; and the lamented De Witt Clinton, who presided at the meeting imuie* 
diately issued bis proclamation and offered fifteen hundred dollars reward fa 
the apprehension of the culprits, and it was published in the newspaper the mit 
day which was thought sufficient. 

Quest. What connexion have the lodges with the grand lodge, the chapter 
with grand chapter and encampment? 

Ans. The grand lodges of the several states are composed of the three Erst 
officers of the several lodges under their jurisdiction, for the time they M 
said office, together with all masters of lodges, and the four first officers d 
the grand lodge and permanent members. The chapter and grand cbspfa 
the same, and likewise the encampment. The grand lodge is the regular 
bunal, in case any misunderstanding between any of the subordinate lodges, 
to bear and decide on all matters appertaining thereto; and also in terlaii 
cases, they are to decide between said lodges and their individual member; 
end the several lodges pay two dollars on every new' member they receive, fa 
the purpose of payiog the necessary e: les of the grand lodge. The grand 

chapter is the same as the grand i< as respects isdiction of the 
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lor new lodges, chapters or encampments; and the general grand chapter awl 
general grand encampment hare the same power over the several state grand 
chapters and state grand encampments, as the state grand chapter and state 
grand encampments have over the several chapters and encampments in their 
-respective states; and they likewise have the privilege and power of granting 
-charters to chapters and encampments in all states and territories, where there 
has not a grand cliapter or grand encampment already been instituted. 

Quest. JIave you ever known any one individual to receive more money 
from the lodge or chapter as a donation, than the amount he had paid into the 
funds? 

Ans. I have, and will name a few cases, one of which was a Mr. James 
N. Newcomb, arrived at Providence in a vessel from the West Indies, who 
had been sick for some time, and was sent to a miserable sailor boardiug- 
house, where he suffered. I was then master of St. John’s lodge; I found he 
was a master mason: I agreed with Mri Brown in North Providence to take 
good carwof him until he was restored to health, say three or four months, 
and the collector of the port paid two dollars per week; and several masons 
paid considerable sums, and the lodges paid the balance of fifty-seven dollars? 
he was a stranger. Several widows and their children have received, from 
time to time, three to five times the sum that their father or husband had ever 
paid into the funds; and a great part of the donations that have been made 
from the masonic bodies in Providence, have been paid to strangers that nev- 
er paid any thing into the funds of said bodies. I never knew any calculation 
made or question asked about the sura the applicant for charity had paid into 
the funds, until I heard it from Moses Thacher and Walter Paine, jr. one a 
ieceder and the other a furious political antimason, who have compared the 
masonic institution to a mutual insurance company. St. John’s lodge, one of 
the four masonic bodies in Providence, made donations to the amount of from 
three to four hundred dollars in one year after the peace, at the close of the 
last war, mostly to distressed masons, who had been prisoners, and on their 
way home from the eastward to the south or from the south eastward. 

Quest. Have you ever known the funds of the masonic bodies you belonged 
to, squandered or misapplied? 

. Ans. I have not. I believe they have husbanded and taken as good care 
of their funds as most individuals do of theirs. St. John’s lodge lias been of 
long standing, and have many old members that they help, and make a great 
number of donations yearly to stangers; and they have now near four thou- 
sand dollars in bank stock, and more than one thousand dollars in real estate: 
and 1 understand that Mount Vernon lodge and the Providence Royal Arch 
chapter, each have nearly that amount, after making donations in proportion 
to that of St. John’s lodge. 

Quest. What construction do you put upon that part of your obligation 
wherein you promise to assist masons in distress, do you consider it in any 
way injurious to the rest of the community? 

Ans. I do not. Masons all pay their regular taxes for the support of the 
poor generally; and I think they are as liberal as,any other class in making 
donations to the indigent; and whatever donations they make to their breth* 
ren has no sort of bearing on the rest of the community. 

Quest. What construction do you put on the penalty of your obligations; 
do you consider that you give any mason or body of masons any power or au- 
thority to inflict the punishment as has been represented? 

Ans. No; and I do not believe any mason or seceding mason, if he would 
give a fair answer, would so construe his obligations. Moses Thacher talks 
much about the literal construction, and likewise Hallett, Paine, Harris aBd 
jaao/ others, political antimasoai. The only construction that I put upontho 
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penalty, and what I hare always given the candidate when I presided in (be 
lodge or chapter, was after giving the obligations, I rehearsed the virtue of 
fortitude as laid down in Webb’s Monitor, viz. fortitude is that noble and 
steady purpose of the mind whereby we are enabled to undergo any pain, peril 
or danger, when prudentially deemed expedient; this virtue is equally distant 
from rashness or cowardice, and should be deeply impressed on the mind of 
every mason as a safeguard or security against any illegal attack that may 
be made by force or otherwise to extort irom him any of those secrets with 
which he has been intrusted — we say, binding ourselves under no less penalty 
than that, and rather than reveal the secrets of -masonry unlawfully, viz. (bat 
rather or sooner than we would reveal them by any threats that B. F. Hal- 
ktt, John Harris, or Walter £aiue, jr. could make, or even the holy courts 
of Spain, we would have ourselves suffer as is laid down as the penalty ofoir 
obligation: but not as the seceders or antimasons would have it, that after wi 
bad violated our trust we would suffer thus and so for a breach of that trust 
But that we would rather or sooner submit to the penalty than be guidty of for* 
feiting our honor or trust; and there cannot be a possible doubt but that is 
the fair construction meant originally; and I never had the proof so forcibly 
impressed on my mind as when the examination was progressing. Walter 
Paine, jr. threatened myself in this manner: — ‘Before we get through wo will 
screw it out of you;’ at other times, ‘we will pump it out of you;’ and I have so 
doubt that if he, the said Paine &. Co. had the power, the thumb screws would 
be introduced, that being, as Moses Thacher would say, the only literal con- 
struction that I can put upon his and their threats, 

Ques. What evidence have you that the masonic institution is ancient? 

Ans. I have the strongest reasons to believe it to be very ancient fromour 
traditional accounts; and we as masons consider the traditional history tobt 
the most important and satisfactory. However we have other accounts (bat 
can be relied on as much as any historical account, and I now refer to a work 
said to have been printed in England, A. D. 1788, viz: by William Preston, 
past master of the lodge of Antiquity, acting by Immemorial constitution, (be 
tenth London edition. We here have it that masonry flourished in England 
under the Romans. Previous to that time the history of masonry in England 
is so mixed with fable, asnot to affordany satisfactory account of the customs, 
or of masonry, but on the Romans coming to Britain arts and sciences began Is 
flourish, and accordingly civilization and masonry rose into esteem, and Cesar 
and several of the Roman generals who succeeded him in the government of 
this island ranked as patrons and protectors of the craft. The wars which 
afterwards broke out between the conquerors and conquered, obstructed iti 
progress in Britain, and it continued in a low state till the time of emperor 
Carausius, by whom it was revived under bis own immediate inspection, and 
he employed St. Alban to assist him, and for his faithful services made him 
steward of bis household and #ief ruler of the realm, in the year A. D. 903, 
After the death of St. Alban, under the care of St. Austin, king Alfred ssd 
Athelstane, also under the knight templars, masonry made but a slow progress 
and was very mncli neglected until the year 557, when it began to flourish. 

A number of brethren arrived from France in 680 formed a new lodge under 
the direction of Bennett Abbott of Wirral, who was soon after appointed ii- 
spector of the lodge and general superintendent of masons; and masonry grad- 
ually improved till the reign of Alfred, A. D. 872, when in the person of that 
prince masonry found a zealous protector. Masonry has generally kept 
place with the progress of learning and flourished under Alfred; no prince , 
studied more to improve and polish the understanding of his subjects than At- | 
fred, and no one ever proved abetter friend to masonry. On the death of Al- 
fred in the year 900, Edward succeeded to the throne, during whose, rtiga 
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* Ike masons continued under the sanction of Ethrad, his sister’s husband, 
and Ethelw&rd his brother, to whom the care of the fraternity was intrusted; 
Ethelward was a prince of great learning and patronized masonry. Edward 
died 924, whea Athelstane his son succeeded him, who appointed his brother 
Edwin patron of the masons; this prince procured a charter from bis brother 
empowering them to meet annually in communication at York, when the first 
grand lodge of England was formed in 926 at which Edward presided as 
grand master. Here many old writings were produced in greek, latin and 
v>ther languages, from which the constitution of the English lodges are orig- 
inally derived. 

The activity and noble conduct of Edwin qualified him in every respect to 
preside over so celebrated a body of men as the masons; and after his death 
Athelstane undertook in person the government of the lodges, and peace and 
harmony was propagated under his administration. Under the reign of Ed- 
gar, from the year 960 to his death and nearly fifty years afterwards, masonry 
remained in a low state until the year 1041, it revived under the patronage 
of Edward the Confessor; and Williqm the conqueror having acquired the 
crown of England in 1066, he appointed Gundolph, bishop of Rochester, and 
Montgomery, earl of Shrewsbury, joint patrons of the masons, who at this 
time excelled in both civil and military architecture. Jn the year 1087, Hen- 
ry the first came to the throne. The Marquis, of Pembroke presided over the 
lodges during the reign of Stephen in 1135; he continued during the reign of 
Henry 2d, the grand master of the knight templars superintended the frater- 
nity . Masonry continued under the patronage of this order till the year 1199, 
when John succeeded his brother, and masonry flourished under several grand - 
masters, for seventy years, when Edward the 1st came to the throne in the 
year 1272, w-hen Walter Gifford, archbishop of York, was grand master. In 
•1307 Walter Stapleton was appointed grand master. 

Masonry flourished in England during the reign of Edward 3d, who became 
the patron of science and the encourager of learning; he applied with assiduity 
to the constitution of the order, revised and improved the ancieut charges, and 
added several useful regulations to the original code of laws; he patronised 
■ the lodges in person, and as the lodges became very numerous, he appointed 
five deputies under him to inspect the proceedings of the fraternity; at this 
period the order of the Garter was . instituted at Windsor. In 1377 Richard 
kid succeeded Edward 3d, and William W r ykham was continued grand master 
of the masonic lodges. In 1422 Henry the 6tb succeeded to the throne, who 
was a minor. At this time the bishop of Winchester having great influence, 
caused an act of Parliament to be passed against chapters and lodges, mote 
particularly chapters; and the law provided that every individual who should 
assemble at any lodge or chapter should be judged a felon, and be imprisoned 
and fined and otherwise punished at the king’s will. But fortunately for the 
masons at this juncture, the Duke of Gloucester having the authority and 
- execution of the laws, and knowing them to be innocent of the charges prefer- 
red against them by the duke of Winchester, gave them all the protection arid 

* encouragement in his power. However the duke of Winchester continued 
his persecutions, and finally managed to have the duke of Gloucester murder- 
ed; whose death was universally lamented through the Kingdom. 

The duke of Winchester dying, masonry began to flourish; and in 1442 
king Henry was initiated, and oftvn presided himself and nominated William 
Wanefleet grand master, the king giving them every encouragement, the fra- 
ternity were much benefitted by bis council, advice and assistance. Masonry 
eontinued to flourish until queen E’iznbeth came to the throne; she hearing 
that masons were in possession of secrets which they would not reveal, she sent 
an armed force to York, with intent to break up the setting of the annual grand 
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the chief officer, and thej returned; made a favorable report, and the queen | 
countermanded her orders, and let masons manage their affairs in their own 
way. And through the different stages of kings and grand masters in England, 
masonry continued about the same, until George 1st came to the throne; sad 
from a circumstance that happened about this time, say 1717, the political 
antimasonic gentlemen, with that prodigy of knowledge and learning, Moses 
Thatcher, have discovered that at this time masonry took its origin, and the 
institution is modern. Be it so.; masons know it to be a good institution; 
whether ancient or modern, and are satisfied with it, and of course consider it 
as a matter of no consequence to the political antimasons of what date wt 
atart from. 

Iotg. You say you know it to be a good institution? 

«- Ans. I do; although Moses Thacher and others tell me that I am de- 
ceived — that my judgment is incorrect. I am of the opinion that if 1 could 
not depend on my own judgment as to its merits, l could rely on the judgment 
of others better informed than the present political antimasonic faction; — stf 
Gen. Warren, who fell at the battle of Bunker Hill — every major general is 
the army of the revolution (except Arnold the traitor) — with all those wor- 
thies who signed the declaration of independence, except four — all the presi- 
dents of the United States, except two; — and to bring it near borne, look at 
the past grand masters of the grand lodge of Rhode-lsland — Moses Seixai, 
Governor and Col. Bowen, Webb, Wilkinson, Garble, Anthony, Grinaell, 
Merry and Cooke; then the lodges and chapter in Providence: Say clergy- 
men, Bishop Griswold, Rev. Dr. Gano, Blake, Taft, Pickering, Pipon, Ham- 
ilton, Osborn, Sias, and many others, their names not recollected at this time. 

I ask can any person of common understanding without wickedness in bis 
heart, say that all those men would have patronised the institution of masoa* 
ty unless it was one of the best under heaven except the Christian religion. 

Then take a look at the leading and most officious political antimasons. 
They are anti to every thing that is charitable, friendly, social, instructive or 
beneficial to the community. 

Then look at the proof produced against masonry for an alleged murder 
from fourteen to seventeen years past. One witness heard that a roan ia 
Cumberland had a shirt washed about twenty-six years ago that was bloody; 
and that pious elder Potter, saw a part of a letter from Maine or New- 
Hampshire, from nobody knows who, inquiring what news about the graad 
lodge murder; and that he had frequently informed his friends of the impor- 
tant information he had read in that letter; and on cross examination declar- 
ed he did not believe it himself. This is the kind of evidence produced bf 1 
antimasons and these guardians of the people’s rights do it all for the public j 
good. How generous! How disinterested! 

Another circumstance of late date may have some bearing how others bait 
valued the institution. The late Isaiah Thomas of Worcester, past grand 
Baiter of the grand lodge of Massachusetts, in his will made handsome do- 
nations to four masonic bodies; and still later, Stephen Girard of Philadeh 
pbia left the grand lodge twenty thousand dollars; and one case more and I ! 
will close this answer, viz. twelve hundred masons in and near Boston ba« 
declared that they stii! are adhering masons, and that they consider it a good 
institution; and I challenge the whole antimasonic faction to produce tweho 
hundred of their creed, of the weight of character and standing as those who 
signed the statement. 

Question by Walter Paine, Jr. Was the person who brought the newt of 
Morgan’s abduction to the city of New-York while the general grand chap* 
ter was in session, a mason; if so, was the news considered official by Ibe 
chapter, and what were the doings in relation to the affair? 
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Am. • I do not know. I presume he was. I cannot tell whether it #af 
considered official. I saw the young man that brought the news and the offer ✓ 
of the reward that I have stated is all that 1 know about it. 

Ques. by do. Was you in the masonic meeting which adopted and pub- 
lished an address by the people of Rhodc-Island, signed by Joseph S. Cooke 
and others? Ans. I was. 

Question by Sampson Almy. What was the name of the young man wh» 
brought the information? Ans. I do not know. 

Quest* by do. Would you rather than renounce masonry suffer tbe pen- 
alties annexed to your obligation? 

Jftis. Yes, I would suffer all the punishment the lodge could inflict, vix. 
expulsion* 

Quest, by John S. Harris. Was the check degree and test oath commu- 
nicated to the Rhode-Island delegation in the general grand encampment or 
general grand chapter in New-York, or at any other place at that time, in 
that State or city, to be engrafted in Rhode-lslaud masonry as a necessary 
guard in consequence of the Morgan difficulties? 

Ans. I never heard any thing of this in New-York neither do I know any 
thing about a check degree. 

Intg. Is there any thing in freemasonry that is designed to give a differ- 
ent construction to the obligations than that which you have given; and if so* 
has it ever had its effect to give to them a different construction by you? 

Ans. No. I have no knowledge of any such thing, and refer you to my 
statement heretofore. 

Intg. by George W. Jackson. Would not masons who were concerned in 
the abduction and murder of Wm. Morgan of New-York, and who have not 
as yet been expelled from the masonic institution be received in full commun- 
ion by the lodges in this State ? 

Ans. I think it a very extraordinary qaestion. If we knew them to be 
the murderers of Wm. Morgan or any one else, instead of receiving them in- 
to communion we would seize them and carry them to the proper place for 
trial; or if we knew them to have had any concern in it we should do the samo 
—that is, I would, and presume all good masons would. 

Intg. by Walter Paine, Jr. Should Eli Bruce, James Gamson, Burrage 
Smith, and Loter Lawson apply to your lodge and give the requisite signs 
should you admit them? 

Ans. I do not know any thing about the names or men, and of course do 
not know whether they were concerned or not; if Mr. Paine knows be cat* 
answer for himself. In the last question my answer covers this fully. 

Intg. by do. Is the history of freemasonry which you have given in your 
deposition, sacred, profane or masonic history? 

Ans. I take it that it would be called profane bistory. It does not pur- 
port to be sacred history. 

Intg. by Geo. W. Jackson. Have you ever kndwn or heard the penalties 
attached to the masonic obligation inflicted in the highest degrees upon de- 
linquent masons? 

Ans. It is an impertinent question. I never knew of any other penalties 
being inflicted than that contained in the 15th article of the bye-laws of St. 
Johirs lodge, and don’t believe there is any one that does know of any other; 
and that is expulsion. 

Intg. by S. Almy. What is the object of the oaths and obligations taken • 
by mason ? 

Ans. To keep such fellows as you are out of the lodge. I have already 
answered this question when I said wnac construction I put upon my obliga- 
tion. 
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Intg. b y i* S. Harris. Where did you get the information that all the 
signers of the declaration of independence except four, and all the major gen- 
erals of Uie revolution except Benedict Arnold were masons, and also which 
two of the presidents were not masons? 

Ans. I take it from historical accounts, and if any gentlemen wishes the 
proof I can shew it. 

Intg. by B. Cranston. Do you know the time when Elder Cheeny and 
Rev. Moses Thacher took the degrees in the chapter; if so, when was it? 

Ans. I cannot state the precise time. It was, I think, in the winter of 
1828 — early in that year. Moses Richardson. 

Testimony of Peter Grinncll , of Providence, sworn by committee. Pre- 
vious to my receiving the degrees of ffeemasonry, I was informed that nothing 
was contained in the obligations that would affect my religious or political 
principles. Relying on this declaration I agreed to receive them; I agreed 
to keep a brother’s secrets as my own, murder and treason excepted; minor 
crimes were not excepted; yet should a brother communicate to me a secret 
wherein he disclosed that he had committed or intended to commit any crim- 
inal or immoral act, 1 should consider that such disclosure would not be binding 
on me, because it would be in direct violation of my religious, political and 
moral principles. Instead of keeping such a secret, I should consider him u 
an unworthy brother, and feel it my duty as a good citizen and as a mason, to 
complain of him to the lodge, and have him expelled as unworthy any longer 
to receive any of the benefits of the institution. As it regards the penalties 
attached to the obligations for violating masonic secrets, or for publicly dis- 
closing any of the transactions of the lodge to its injury or that of its members. 
I consider they would subject him to no further punishment than that of ex- 
pulsion, agreeable to the by-laws. I have never known or heard of any other 
penalty inflicted by the lodge on any of its member^ for any violations of 
masonic duty that may have been committed; and never considered that I 
gave the lodge power and authority to inflict punishment in the manner ex- 
pressed in the penalties attached to the obligations, or that I had"the author* 
ity to inflict the punishment on others. 

Question by committee. Did you hear the depositions of William Wilkin- 
son, William C. Barker, Moses Richardson, Joseph S. Cook, Christian H 
Nestell, and Barzillia Cranston; and if so, were they substantially correct as 
far as the facts attested to have come to your knowledge? 

Ans. They were truly so, as far as I have had any knowledge of tbs 
subjects to which they refer. 

Question by J. S. Harris. Did you ever yourself as presiding officer cf i 
lodge, or have you known others in that capacity, to inform the candidate 
when initiated what was the oath he was about to take or the substance of 
such oath, previous to his taking it? 

Ans.- The words of the oath were not repeated before it was administered, 
but the explanation was given of its nature, which I have referred to. 

Peter Grinrell. 

Philip Allen , of Providence, Rhode Island. Slc. manufacturer, aajo « 
answer to the general interrogatories marked D. 

. Ans. to 1st. I am a freemason; I have taken the degrees in masonry up 
to the degree of royal arch, inclusive; I was initiated in St. John’s lodge, is 
Providence, in 1808 or 7. I think I have not been in a lodge more tbanooee 
for twenty years. 

Please to state what you consider to be the object of masonry, and wbefW 
it has to your knowledge been used for political purposes. 



X have always understood masonry to be a charitable institution; this insti- 
tution has not to my knowledge been used for political purposes. I bare not 
been engaged but very little in politics, and know but very little about it. 

Aus. to 10th. I did not consider that I gave the lodge any such jurisdic- 
tion 5 . or that the life of any member of the lodge was thereby placed under my 
control. 

Was there any thing in the masonic secrets which could affect the rights or 
interests of any person not a mason? *■-. 

Ans. So far as my recollection serves me, I did uot consider that there 
was. 

Ans. to 14tli. I did not, as I recollect, consider any thing in said oaths 
incompatible with my religious, moral, social or civil obligations. I considered 
that after 1 had become a member of the lodge, I had a right to act in the 
aame way as before I was a member. Philip Allen. 

Roger Williams Potter , affirmed. I belong in Providence, am a merchant. 

I have taken the following degrees in masonry: entered apprentice, fellow 
craft, master mason, mark master, past master, most excellent master, royal 
arch, royal master, select master, super excellent master, with many ineffable 
degrees, many of which I do not now recollect. I have heard the deposition * 
of C. M. Nestell read, and consider the explanation there given of the above 
degrees, and the obligations pertaining to them, correct. The above degrees 
werje all taken in Providence. 1 took the first degTee in 1815. I have visited 
different parts of the United States, and always understood that masonry was 
considered in other places as it was considered here. 

Roger TV. Potter. 

I, Thomas Seekell , of Providence, in the state of Rhode Island, testify and 
say, that I have been a member of the masonic fraternity about ten years; 
that I have received the three first degrees; that I have usually been in the 
habit of attending the meetings of Mount Vernon lodge, of which I am a 
member; that I have seen the degrees conferred upon several candidates; that 
previous to administering the oaths, the master, or presiding officer, has inva- 
riably explained to the candidate the nature of the oaths then about to be 
administered, stating that the obligation the* about to be imposed, would not 
interfere with the duty they owed to their God or country; that the obligation 
would not in any way interfere with religious or political opinion; that in the 
charge subsequently delivered to the candidates they are requested to be true 
to their country and just to their government under which they may live; that 
t have never known the application of a widow’s family, or worthy mason in 
distress, for charity rejected; that 1 have known the funds of the lodge liber- 
ally disposed for charitable purposes; that I have visited several ledges in this 
state and in the state of Georgia, and have never known any discussion or 
proceeding in any way or manner, th$t would have the most remote bearing to 
politics; that in addition to the appropriations made by the lodges for Char* 
table purposes, a committee of charity has been appointed till within a few 
years, to solicit donations from individual masons, which sums have been applied 
by said committee to such families as are in distress, who had a claim upon 
masonic charity; that I have ever considered that the only penalty that might 
be indicted upon an unworthy mason, was advice, admonition and expulsion;, 
that I have never considered that by the terms of the oath I have ever conferred 
upon any one the right to take my life, or that that right was conferred upon 
me relative to others, and that the oaths as submitted to the committee are* 
ligreeably to the best of my recollection in the precise words as 1 received 
them*, and bate known thefn to be administered to others. 
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Quest, by J. S. Harris. Are you sure that the words “ Dot to interfere 
with jour duty to your God or your country,’’ were contained in the master’s 
assurance to the candidate on his initiation, or is it only that the oath he is 
about to take will not interfere with his politics or religion? 

Ans. I am not positive about the precise words, but the explanation was to 
that amount and import. 

Qnest. by Geo. Wilkinson. Did you, after hearing that Morgan was c»r- 
ried off and probably murdered, say that he was served just right? 

Ans. I never did. Thomas Seekell. 

John Wilder sworn. I belong in Providence, and am an innholder; I am 
a mason, and have taken something like sixteen degrees, but have attended so 
little to masonry of late, that I cannot name them all. 

Quest by B. Cranston. Will you give your views of the masonic institu- 
tion and of the obligations? Ans. I will. 

Quest, by same. Have you heard the depositions that have been given in? 

Ans. 1 have heard some of them, 1 believe all that have been given to-day. 
My own opinion of the institution is, that it is the best moral institution under 
heaven, second to none but the Christian religion. As it regards the obliga- 
m tions, I consider they have been correctly stated and explained by the witness- 
es who have testified to-day, and should willingly subscribe to what they at- 
tested to concerning them; and as far as my knowledge extends, the other tes- 
timony given in to-day by adhering masons is correct. John W ilder. 

Luther Woodward , sworn. I reside in North-Providence, by professioa 
an iron master. I am a mason, and have taken twelve regular degrees up to 
the order of knight templar inclusive. 

Questions by committee. Have you heard the depositions that have beei 
taken to-day ? 

Ans. I have heard several of them — all since that of Mr. Joseph S. 
Cooke, viz. Messrs. Moses Richardson, Christian M’Nestell, Thomas See* 
kell and Peter Grinncll. 

Quest. Are the statements contained in the depositions you have beard; 
so far as your knowledge extends of masonry, correct? 

Ans. They are. Their exposition of the nature of masonic obligation 
are as I have understood and considered them. I would further state that I 
think the society of freemasons as it is practised in all masonic lodges that I 
have ever visited tends directly to improve the morals of its members. 

Quest, by J. S. Harris. Da you know any individual mason in this State 
or otherwhere, that subscribed money to carry on the election in Bristol dis- 
trict in Mass, in favor of Mr. Hodges? Ans. I do not. 

Quest, by do. Do you consider that the oaths and obligations improves 
the morals; or what part of masonry is it? 

Ans. I consider its principles tend, directly to that end, and that takes 
collectively it has that effect. Luther Woodward. 

William Russell of Providence, Rhode-Island, merchant, sworn, says, 1 
am a royal arch mason, and was initiated I think in the year 1808, in Moust 
Vernon lodge in Providence. 

Quest, by request. Please to state minutely the circumstances attendis( 
your capture during the late war? 

Ans. I never was captured. I think in the year 1810 or 11, during tht 
operation of the Burlan and Milan decrees, I was the master of the ship Mtrv 
Ann, of Providence, 1 was bound from Virginia for Cowes, and a market; 1 
had fictitious papers, by which it appeared that I was bound for Tankf** 
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and no persoo on board knew where I was bound, or of my genuine papers*; 
if my genoine papers had been known, the ship under the Berlin am] Milan 
decrees would have been made a prize. I fell in with a French privateer of 
20 guns, and my boats having been stove, I went on board in my large boat, 
and my officers and crew were examined, but they knew nothing of my real 
papers. After my papers had been examined, the master of the privateer ex- 
pressed himself satisfied and returned my papers to me; and I then asked him 
if he was in want of anything; to which he replied that he would take nothing 
from me, but would thauk me for a few newspapers. He then observed that 
he feared that my boat was stove, but would put roe on board in his boat. 
During the time the crew were getting out his boat, he called for some wine, 
as was the custom at sea, aud in drinking a glass of wine he recognized me 
-as a mason, and I did him. After this I returned on hoard my ship, and found 
that the crew of the French privateer had plundered me of every moveable 
article of value; I told the officer that the captain said that, he would take 
nothing from me; this made no difference; they took my property and left the 
ship, and I then proceeded on the voyage. I received no favor from the cap- 
tain of said privateer in consequence of his being a mason. 

Ques. by request. Have you ever alluded to this circumstance as a proof 
that masonry was a good institution? 

A ns. I do not recollect that I have. I have frequently stated that I con- 
sidered it a good institution, from the circumstance that I gould meet a friend 
at sea that I .could recognize. I have found it to be a good institution, for 
in consequence of this institution I have found masonic friends in different 
parts of the world. When I went to sea I visited lodges in Europe, Asia, 
Africa and America, and have visited some lodges where I could not under- 
stand a word that was said. Since I left off going to sea, which is about tea 
years ago, I have not frequented the lodges. 

In answer to a question. The signs, ceremonies, and modes of working, 
.are similar in all the lodges which I haye visited. I never was at the initia- 
tion of a candidate in a lodge in a foreign country. 

In answer to a question by the committee. I never have considered anj 
of my masonic obligations incompatible with my moral, religious, social, or civil 
•obligations, or my duty to ihy God or my country. 

Answer to 10th interrogatory on paper marked D. I never considered 
that ray masonic obligations gave any jurisdiction to the lodge or to masons to 
take my life for violating said obligations; I did not consider that I as a mason 
had any such jurisdiction over the lives of others. I never heard masons 
construe masonic obligations to authorize them to take life for the violation of 
said obligations. 

In answer to the interrogatories on paper marked E, I say 

Ans. to No. 1. I never saw any masonic oath in writing or in print. I 
never heard such expression administered. 

Ans. to Nos. 2, 3, 4 and 5. I do not recollect these expressions. The 
master mason’s obligation now read to me from paper marked A, is substan- 
tially the same which I received and which I have heard administered, to the 
best of my recollection. 

The royal arch mason’s obligation read to me from paper marked B, is 
substantially the same obligation which I took, and which I have heard 
administered. I do not recollect any of the variations or additions now read 
to me from paper marked E. William Russell; 

I, Nathan M. Wheaton , of Warren, in the county of Bristol, in the state 
of Rhode Island and Providence Plantations, engaged according to law, do 
testify and say, in a^iwer to the interrogatories on paper marked D. 
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Ans. to lit interrogatory, I am a freemason, and have taken seven de- 
grees in masonry, up to the degree of royal arch mason, inclusive. I took th« 
three first degrees in Washington lodge No. 3, in said Warren, and the four 
other degrees in temple chapter, No. 3, in said Warren; I was initiated/ 
passed and raised, in December^A. D. 1807; and 1 received the three higher 
degrees in March, A. D. 1814; and was exalted to the royal arch degree in 
May, A. D. 1814. 

Ans. to 2d. There was. 

Ans. to 3d. On my initiation before taking the oath, the master of the 
lodge said to me, “ I can assure you that there is nothing in masonry contrary 
to law, religion, or the allegiance you owe to your country.” And under this 
assurance i took the several obligations. 

Ans. to 4th. The master mason’s obligation and the royal arch mason’s 
obligation, now read to me from papers marked A and B, are substantially 
tbe same obligations which were administered to me, and are the same obli- 
gations which I have heard administered to other persons. I never knew the 
lodge to refuse to administer tbe affirmative, and never knew a candidate to 
express a wish to affirm instead of swear. Tbe lodge would give tbe affirma- 
tion instead of the oath if it were wished by the candidate, I presume. My 
construction of tbe masonic obligations is and ever has been, that the candi- 
date taking the obligation promises to suffer from the enemies of masonry 
persecution or injury, even to the extent of the penalty of these obligations, 
sooner than betray or divulge tbe secrets of the fraternity. T never under- 
stood that masons, or any body of masons, had the power to inflict tbe penal- 
ties mentioned in the masonic obligations, for a violation of said obligations; 
and I never suspected that any masons or body of masons, were weak enough 
to believe that they bad a right to inflict said penalties. 

Ans. to 5th. At my initiation into each degree a charge was given to me 
by the presiding officer. I am not certain whether the charges in the threi 
first degrees were read to me from Webb’s monitor, or from the book of con- 
stitutions; tbe charges in the four higher degrees were read to me from 
Webb’s monitor. Webb’s monitor is generally used in our lodge. It is the 
uniform practice for the presiding officer in our lodge to read the charge to the 
candidate on taking each degree, and I do not recollect its ever being omitted. 
I consider these charges to be explanatory of the masonic obligations and 
principles of masonry, and equally as binding as said obligations. These 
charges are so considered among masons, so far as my knowledge extends* 

Ans. to 6th. I did not* 

Ans. to 7th. I did. 

Ans. to 8tb. I thought that I understood said oaths at the time; I never 
had any doubts about them. 

Ans. to 10th. I consider that I have before answered this interrogatory. 
I by no means considered that I gave any such jurisdiction, or that I was to 
share in any such jurisdiction over others* I always considered that the lodge 
or chapter could not inflict any higher punishment than expulsion, in any case 
whatever. 

Ans. to 11th. I consider the secrets of masonry to be the ceremonies of 
initiation into each degree, the signs of recognition, and modes of working. I 
know of no other secrets in masonry, and I know nothing of Bernard’s light oa 
masonry, or Allyn’s ritual. 

Ans. to 12th. Those of our lodge are not; they are written in our book of 
record. I know of no secret by-laws, or book containing secrets. 

Ans. to 13th. I do not. 

Ans. to 14th. I did not. 

Ana. to 15th. I am an adhering masen. 

i 
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Ans. to 16th. I never did. 

An*, to 17th. I never did. 

Ans. to 18th. They do. 

Ans. to 1 9th. I never did. 

Ans. to 20th. In answer to first part I did not. If I had a vote to give 
or a favor to confer under the circumstances stated in the last part of this 
interrogatory, the fact of one of the person’s being a mason would have no 
influence on my determination. 

Ans. to 21st. I did not believe any such thing, and 1 never practised upon 
any such construction of my masonic obligations. 

Ans. to 22d. I never did. 

Ans. to 23d, In such a case I should have obeyed ray religious, moral and 
social obligations, without hesitation. 

Ans. to 24th. I have always considered masonry to be a moral, social and 
charitable institution. 

Ans. to 25th. I never visited but one lodge out of this state.' I once vis- 
ited a lodge in the state of Massachusetts, and their mode of working was the 
same as in lodges in this state. 

Ans. to 26th. The grand chapters of several states have by delegates 
formed a*masonic body called the general grand chapter of the United States, 
and the presiding officer of this masonic body is called the general grand high 
priest. This masonic body has no jurisdiction over the masters’ lodges or 
grand lodges of any of the states I know of no connexion between any 
masonic bodies in the United States and any masonic bodies in Europe. I 
do not know at what time or in what country the higher degree* in masonry 
originated, or when they were introduced into this country, or when into this 
state. 

Ans. to 27th. It has been the custom of our lodge to give notice to the 
grand lodge of this state only, of the expulsion of members. 

Ans. to 28th. I know of no such communications. 

Ans. to 29th. I do not recollect of any such case. 

Ans. to 30th. There has been no such communication received to roy 
knowledge. 

Ans. to 31st. To the first part of the interrogatory I answer such is the 
visage. To the last part of this interrogatory I answer that I never have 
known such a case. 

Ans. to 32d. I do not know that any lodge in this state has passed a vote 
on this subject , 

Ans. to 33d. I never have. 

Ans. to 35th. The lodges in this state pay to the grand lodge two dollars 
for the initiation of every candidate, except such as are initiated gratuitously; 
tke grand lodge having no other means of raising funds to defray their neces- 
sary expenses. The several chapters and lodges under its jurisdiction pay to 
the grand chapter one dollar for every candidate advanced to the degree of 
mark master, and two dollars for every candidate exalted to the degree of 
royal arch mason, except when the degrees are conferred gratuitously^ by 
which means the grand chapter is enabled to defray their necessary expenses. 

Ans. to 36th. I know of no sign given by masons on entering or leaving a 
lodge or chapter, in any way recognizing or indicating any authority in such 
lodge or chapter, to inflict the penalties of obligations administered by them 
in any of the degrees of masonry. 

Ans. to 37th. I know of no reason for such distinctions among masons, 
but the natural propensity of mankind for novelty and variety, which is to be 
seen in almost every association in life. 

Quest. Have you, or has your lodge, or any other lodge, chapter or 
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encampment, to your knowledge, had or held any communication, formal or 
informal, with any lodge, chapter, or encampment in any other state, upon the 
subject of antimasonic persecution. 

Ans. 1 have no knowledge of any such communication. 

In answer to interrogatories on paper marked E y I say, 

Ans. to Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9. I know of no other forms of 
masonic obligations used in lodges and chapters, than those which bare beta 
handed by the officers of the grand lodge in this state, to the committee ap- 
pointed by the General Assembly to investigate the charges against masonry, 
and which obligations I have carefully read and examined. 

N. M. Wheaton. 

I, Paschal Allen , of Warren, in the county ©f Bristol, in the State *of 
Rhode-Island and Providence Plantations, engaged according to law, do tes- 
tify and say, fc in answer to the interrogatories on paper marked D. 

Ans. to 1st. I am a freemason and have taken seven degrees in masonry 
tip to the degree of royal arch mason inclusive. I took thethree first degrees 
in Washington Lodge, No. 3, in said Warren, and the four other degrees is 
Providence chapter, No. 1, in Providence, R. I. I was initiated in Decem- 
ber, 1805, passed January, 1806, and raised in March following. "I received 
the three higher degrees and was exalted to the royal arch degree in Aprils 
1807. 

Ans. to 2d. There was. 

Ans. to 3d. On my initiation, before taking the oath, the master of the 
lodge assured me that there was nothing in masonry contrary to law, religion, 
or the obligation that I owed to my country; and under that impression 1 
took the several obligations. 

Ans. to 4th. The master mason’s and royal arch obligations on papers 
marked A and B, are substantially the same which were administered to me, 
and are the same obligations which I have heard administered to all others. I 
know of no instance wherein the lodge or chapter refused to administer the 
affirmation, and have never known a candidate to express a desire to affirm in 
lieu of swear. Without doubt the lodge or chapter would give the affirmation 
instead of the oath, if desired by the candidate. I have ever considered the 
meaning of the several obligations to be, that the candidate taking the same 
promised to suffer from the enemies of masonry, persecution, &c. to the extent 
of the penalty of the obligations, sooner than divulge the secrets of masonry. I 
never presumed or believed that a mason, lodge or chapter had the power to 
inflict the penalties, as set forth in the masonic obligations, for a violation of 
the same; and I never imagined that any mason or body of masons believed 
such an outrage to common sense. 

Ans. to 5th. Charges were given me by the presiding officer at my initia- 
tion into each degree; they were read to me from Webb’s Monitor, which is 
used in our lodge and chapter. It is the uniform practice for the presiding 
officer of each institution to read the charge to the candidate on taking each 
degree. I recollect of no instances of its ever having been omitted. I con- 
sider the charges explanatory of the obligations and principles of masonry, and 
equally binding as said obligations. These charges I have understood are 
considered among all masons. 

Ans. to 6th. I did not. 

Ans. to 7th. I did. 

Ans. to 8th and 9th. I understood the oaths when administered andBever 
have had any doubts about them since. 

Ans. to 10th.. It was nol my understanding either directly or indirectly; I 
always was confident, that the lodge or chapter could not inflict any high# 
punishment than expulsion in any possible case imaginable. 
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A ns. to 1 lib. I understand the secrets of masonry to be the ceremonies of 
nitiation into the several degrees, the signs of recognition and methods <of 
working. I know of no other masonic secrets, and know nothing of Bernard’s 
sght on masonry or Allyn’s ritual. 

Ans. to 12th. Those of the lodge to which I belong are not, but are writ' 
en in a book of records. I know of no book containing secrets, nor any se- 
cret by-laws, either written or printed. 

Ans. to t3tb. I do not. 

Ans. to 14th. 1 did not. 

Ans. to 15th. I am an adhering mason. 

Ans. to 16th. I never did. 

Ans. to 17th. I never did. ^ 

Ans. to 18th. They do. ™ 

Ans. to 19th. I never did. 

Ans. to 20th. In answer to the first part, I did not. In answer to the 
last part of this interrogative, under circumstances there stated, the person 
being a mason merely, would not bias my preference for any other man. 

Ans. to 21st. I did not, and never practised upon such absurd construction 
of my masonic obligations. 

Ans. to 22d. I never did. 

Ans. to 23d. I should have in preference obeyed my religious, moral and 
social obligations in such a case. , 

Ans. to 24tb. I have always understood masonry to be a moral, social and 
charitable institution. 

Ans. to 25th. I have visited several lodges and chapters in the states of 
Massachusetts and New-Hampsbire, mostly in Boston and Portsmouth; no 
where else out of the state; their practices, signs, and mode of working, were 
-the same as in Rhode Island. 

Ans. to 26th. The grand chapters of a number of states, have formed a 
body by delegates, called the general grand chapter of the United States, 
and the officer presiding over this body is styled the general grand high priest. 
This masonic body has no jurisdiction over master’s lodges or grand lodges of 
any of the states. I know not of any connexion between any masonic institu- 
tions in the United States, and any masonic institutions in Europe or any 
other quarter of the globe. I do not know in what country, or at what date, 
the higher degrees in masonry originated, or when they were introduced into 
the United . States, or when into the state of Rhode Island. 

Ans. to 27. It has been the practice of our lodge, only to give information 
to the grand lodge of this state, of the expulsion of members. 

Ans. to 26th. There have been . no such communications received to my 
knowledge. 

Ans. to 29th. I have no recollection of any such case. 

Ads. to 30th. I know of no such communication having been received. 

Ans. to 31st. I answer in the affirmative, to the first part of the interrog- 
atory. In answer to the second part of this interrogatory, I have no recol- 
lection of such a case. 

Ans. to 32d. I do not know that any lodge or chapter in Rhode Island has 
passed a vote on this subject. 

Ans. to 33d. I never have, 

Ans. to 35th. The lodges of Rhode Island, pay to the grand lodge, two 
dollars for the initiation of every candidate, with the exception of such as are 
initiated gratuitously, the grand lodge having no other means of defraying 
their contingent expenses. The several chapters and mark lodges under the 
jurisdiction of the state grand chapter, pay to the same, one dollar for every 
candidate advanced to the degree of mark master, and two dollars for every 
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*ab didate exalted to the royal arch degree, except when the degrees art toi- 
ferred gratuitously, by which the grand chapter defray their necessary es» 
peases . 

Ans. to 36th. I know of no sign given on entering or leaving a chapter er 
lodge, recognizing authority ia such chapter or lodge, to inflict the penalties 
of obligations administered by them in any of the masonic degrees. j 

Ans. to 37th. I do not know of any better reason than may be assigned 
by literary and other institutions for granting degrees of preferment. 

Ques. Have jou, or has your lodge, or any other lodge, chapter or encamp- 
ment, to your knowledge, had or held any communication formal' or informal, 
with any lodge, chapter or encampment, in any other state, upon the subjed 
of antimasonic persecutor) ? 

Ans. I have no kn^ledge of any such communication. 

In answer to interrogatories on paper marked E. y 

Ans. to No. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9. I have never heard such expre* ? 
cions administered in any lodge Or chapter. t 

Question. Can the secrets of masonry affect directly or indirectly the rigbti h 
or interests of aay person not a mason ? t „ 

Ans. They cannot. Paschal Allah. 


We, the subscribers, all of Warren, in the State of Rhode-Island ul 
Providence Plantations, on solemn oath do testify and say, — that we sr» 
•freemasons, and we have severally taken regularly all the degrees in masoorj 
up to the degree of royal arch mason inclusive. We were initiatedand eiil- 
4ed in lodges and chapters in different parts of the United States; and wean 
now severally members of temple chapter, No. 3, in said town of Warm A 
And we further testify and say, that we have heard the depositions of Nattas*)! 
M. Wheaton and Paschal Allen, of said Warren, which are hereunto aaoe^; 
*ed, and the interrogatories on paper marked D distinctly read to us; and that 
«&id depositions are true and correct in every respect, so far as our knowledge 
<on the subject of said depositions extends. 

John Trott, Wm. Carr, Jr. 

Wm. Carr, Henry W. Child, 

William Collins, James Smith, 

John Salisbury, Seth Peck, 

Lewis Hoar, Nath’l. Phillips, 

Cyril Martin, Miller Barney. 

J. Mauuan, of Barrington. 


Nicholas G. Boss of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, 
solemn oath doth declare and say in answer to the annexed interrogatories: 

Ans. to 1st. I atn a mason and took the three first degrees in St. Jobs’s 
lodge, No. 1 in Newport, in July 1821. The fall ensuing I took a degiss 
in Newport royal arch chapter; in the spring of 1826 I. took four more df 
grees in the Washington encampment; and I have taken one more dfgret 
called the royal master. 

Ans. to 2d. Yes. 

Ans. to 3d. I was placed in a situation to receive the obligation. TIs 
person presiding then said — “You are now in a situation to receive the •Wp 
gation of an entered apprentice, which all others have done, who have gest 
this way before you. It contains nothing contrary to religion, morality or tbi 
laws of your country; but is founded on faith, hope and charity, which if prop- 
erly pursued will lead man to the highest eminence.” 

Ans. to 4th. The obligation of an entered apprentice marked A, 1 
shewn to me, is correct; but when taken by me, the following words w«e 
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Hnmitted unto me; 9 ’ and the same words were in every masonic obligation 
r Eich I have since taken; and there was this further clause in every obliga~ 
ion which I took as a mason, after the words, without injury to myself viz, 
or those who have a prior claim to my benevolence.” In the master mason’s 
bligation after the words murder and treason excepted, these words were 
tided, when I took it, “and that to be left at my own discretion,” and the 
ord debauch, was used instead of violate. The mark master’s obligation 
>w shown to me, marked B, is substantially correct, with this variation, that 
e were obligated to have a mark and to have it recorded when we thought 
•oper. The past master’s obligation is substantially correct, with the addi- 
>n of the words “not wrong the lodge over which I may be called to pre- 
de, nor see it wronged by others, if il is in my power to prevent it.” The 
ost excellent master’s obligation is correct. The royal arch mason’s obli- 
ition is correct, except the fifth clause, in which the words “in anger” were 
ted, instead of the word, “unlawfully,” when said obligation was taken by 
e, with the addition of the clause, “to keep a royal arch mason’s. secrets a* 
y own, murder and treason excepted, and that to be at my own election.” 
To question No \ } on the annexed paper marked E he saith: I have no 
collection of any such words. 

Ans. to 2d. The words “but will apprize him of all approaching danger” 
ere not in the obligation I took. 

Ans. to 3d. I consider the question already answered. ' 

Ans. to 4th. I never took or heard the words there mentioned. 

Ans. to 5th. I have heard such words used when the person administering 
te obligation was not confident that be had given it correctly, and therefore 
rated that if any part of the obligation had been omitted it should be com* 
ianieated next meeting; but I never knew it to happen except in one or two 
Htanccs and then it was considered by me as very irregular, and no part of 
ae regular masonic obligation: the oath was not so administered to me. 

Ans. to 6th. The word “omnific,” was not in the obligation I took, but I 
romised not to communicate the grand royal arch word, except in the man- 
«r in which I received it, and the manner in which I should receive it was 
hen explained to me. And I did not consider the explanation as a part of 
ly obligation. 

Quest, by request. Was the explanation you have mentioned given before 
be oath or obligation was completed; and if so, how do you separate it from 
be oath or obligation? 

Ans. It was given before the oath was completed; after the words “ex- 
apt in the manner in which I shall receive it;” and the explanation was 
iven, and not repeated by the candidate. 

Ans. to 7th question on said annexed paper marked E. He saith be nev- 
* heard the words. 

Ans, to 8th. The words “whether he be right or wrong” I never beard 
dministered in the oath in any lodge or chapter in which 1 was present, in 
ly degree of masonry. 

Ans. to 9th. I have already answered this question. I never heard the 
ords “murder and treason not excepted,” used in any obligation administer- 
9 to a mason or words to such an effect. I have been in lodges and ebap- 
**s both in New-York and Philadelphia, and there beard obligations admin- 
tered as well as in this State. The only words ever used, were “murder 
ltd treason excepted, and that left at my own discretion.” 

Ans. to 11th. It is already answered. 

Ans. to 12th. I never heard such a penalty. 

Ans. to 13th. Answers in the negative. 
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Am. to 141L. There is no such expression as “until or when the last 
trump” used. 1 never heard such an expression in a lodge, chapter or en- 
campment, 

Ans. to 15th. Yes — I believe such an expression was used in seYeral de- 
grees of knighthood, but do not reoollect which. 1 never consid red such de- 
grees as any part of masonry, and for my understanding of said degrees 1 re- 
fer to Webb’s Freemason’s Monitor, page 208. 

Ans. to 16th. When I took the degree of knight templar, John A. Shaw 
presided. Rev. Mr. Mudge was present and about forty more. Stephen A 
Robinson and Archibald Munro took the degree at the same time, and no inch 
words were in the obligation which we took, and no such ceremony took place, 
and I have never heard or seen such a thing take place in any lodge, chapter 
or encampment where I have been. 

Question by request. Were these said words used in any ceremony of in- 
itiation in the knig^ht templar’s decree? Ans. No — they were not. j 

Ans. to 5th direct interrogatory. Yes they were. 1 considered them u 
being connected with, and explanatory of the obligation. I 

Ans. to 6th. 1 inquired of my father, who had been a mason over forty 
years, and he informed me that there was nothing in the obligations contraiy 
to religion, morality and the laws of my country, and nothing that I might n 
ashamed of. 

Ans. to 7th. I did so. 

Ans. to 8th. 1 understood them as I thought — was satisfied and had m 
doubts. I did inquire before and after 1 had taken them. 

Ans. to 9th. I reflected, after the oath was over, conversed with older ma- 
sons, and had no scruples and no objections. 

Ans. to 10th. No, 1 did not; 1 have had conversations with my father, 
■Christopher Fowler, Dr. Mann, and other older masons, and understood from 
them that the only penalty that could be inflicted on a mason was expulsion 
reprimand or suspension from visiting the lodges; and I never knew any oth* 
punishment inflicted. 

Ans. to 11th. I consider the secrets of masonry are the way by which oil 
mason is known to another. I never read Allyn’s Ritual and Bernard’s Iig# 
on Masonry: There are certain ways, signs, tokens and words by which on 
mason is known to another, and without which no person can be admitted It 
.a lodge. 

Ans. to 12th. The constitution of the grand lodge and by-laws are pubfch- 
ed, and the by-laws of all lodges are published, and there is no private record 
book. 

Ans. to 13th. I know of no other oaths or obligations other than what I 
have mentioned, in the degrees which I have taken. 

Ans. to 14th. So far from considering that masonry interfered with myr* 
ligious, social or moral obligations, I considered that it tended to make me a 
better Christian, man and citizen. 

Ans. to 15th. I am not a seceding mason, but adhere. 

Ans. to 16th and 17th. I never did. 

Ans. to 18th. It does; they are expressly forbidden. 

Ans. to 20th. I never did. I never was, or felt myself influenced to gift 
a vote or grant a favor to another man merely because be was a mason. 

Ans. to 21st. I never did; I have already answered it. 

Ans to 22d. I never did. 

Ans. to 23d. I should have obeyed my religious, civil, moral and social ob- 
ligations, and consider them as paramount. I consider that my masonic obli- 
gations never can come in conflict with my religious, civil, moral and social 
obligations. 
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A ns. 14 £ confer it a* a charitable institution, intended far the rc^ 

lief of tHiireimd brethren^ their families, widows and orphans, 

An*. to 25rlj t 1 hnv& visited throe waster lofigflta in Vew^Ynrfc, end 

chapter ia New- York, and one iu Pl|s lade Ip hi a, and opm ip Baltimore, anti l 
faeliero that the care won tea ami oldigiiiicuia were thu fame as I have here 
stated* 

Ana. to S^pHi* The lodges coimHuni&ale to the grand lodge of (he State in 
which thny arc located, and each g rand lodge wwjtowticnlM with the others* 
There ii no £t*erai gr&uil Lid^e in tha UmU'.d Stated; and l.ktinn* of no colu- 
mn men iron between them and foreign count ries* There Is a general grand 
chapter ami a ^ nival e.rami escanipOKUt, biitliaving m rotumtiaicfttitm to my 
knowledge with foreign countries. 1 know nf no ceim&UM between tho high- 
er mo&onic orders (*a calk'd^ and those in Europe ot cUewWn. The tua- 
oonic fraternity ittthis country are not subject to one common hentJ or power* 
Ana* to 27th* M hen a. member U impelled m ComtiUTiimuto it to the 
g ra ti d la d gt? f a u d i h « g ra n d I a dg.e eo ill m u ni c& tm i M o t h e o tin r grh n d )ck 1 gCA, add 
they inform th*: subordinate lodges* 

Ana. to 23th, W% nevof had any ccinmunicAtitm from (be Judges in New- 
Yurk, and t nercr heard «f any* • * 

A ns, to ‘JiHh- J fis muna k entered un the Hst of expelled members* 

Ana. to 3Qth, 1 never \\ :u d of a ay. 

Aw. to 3 Jet. Tothr first pjirt of the rtueitlon, \ aitSTfcryes* To the second 
part L answer we tlcnit nil mason* who wo believe to be worthy, and those 
who wo know tu be unworthy wo reject. The lodges where thry fcibflf wlfl 

investigate the Hiargei, am J if found true, will expel ih*m The loti go* waver 
pass votes of censure or prohibition, upon mason* tsfifoogifig Ifl another lodge, 
until they are first daaft wtth by their 4im lOfh'e* 

A as, to 3*21, We uferer h»vo lak^n t»ny order about it. 

Aos* to 33d f I never heard any ma^on justify or palliate the abduction or 
murder of Morgan, and m conversation with they have always con- 

demned il, if sutit a thing did lake place* 

Ana. ta 34th* The records placated iftr fi OBI ISHl, and cunt sin nil the 
papers and retards belonging to the proceed bur* of the lodge. Tin? records 
previutiH to that time were abdovt r d from the lo'dgo by D J1 , Case in that year, 
a n d a re now net wit h i in m y m ti tro i us s e ere t a ry o f * ft id 1 < i dg*‘ . 

. A us, to 35tb* Upon the initiation of a member to l.ho firs! three degrees, 
fcr pays twenty-four dollars, out of which two dnllars are paid to the grand 
lodge, and about the same sum to the grand chapter, upon being esralted aa a 
royal arch mason. And I kaoif of no other cooti ihuitons. 

A ns to 3(1 th* They do make ob'dsaoce to jthe master when they go into 
a lodge; and nine times mil often I ordy tiss nyr Imnd, and t never consider- 
ed it as having any rrdemce to tbi obligation 

Ao*. to 97th. 1 don 1 ! know any reason for it* Am. io38tb* I never did, 

due&tiijns by request of George Turner* , * 

tines. Of how many degrees do you consider masonry now to consist? 
Ana* I consider anemnt masonry to consist of seven degrees, and the de- 
grees of knighthood as of modern origin. The other degrees assumed to be 
masonic \ know nothing about, 

Ques. At what time did yon hear (be miths of the royal arch degree of 
masonry, administered in New-York and Philadelphia; was it before ur since 
September 1 8&G. 

Ans. I heard the obligation of rays! arch irumm, administer ad in New- 
York, in 18252, and in Philadelphia, id 1823* 

Hues, When did you have the conversation with Fowler^ Cnboone and 
Dr. Mann about masonic penalties, that you have alluded to, 

17 
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Ads. The conversation held with Messrs. Fowler, Cahoone, Dr. Mans 
and others, were at various times after mj initiation, as we frequent!/ con- 
versed on the subject of masonry . 

Ques. As a mason, can you, or can you not, communicate that fact to a 
judge, juror or officer in court, supposing them also to be masons. 

Ans. I can make myself known to a mason, as being a mason, ^t any 
time. 

Ques. Are you an officer or member of the grand lodge of this state? 
And are you bound by an oath or obligation under penalty, to abide by and 
support all the decrees, ordinances and regulatins of said grand lodge? 

Ans. I am a member of the grand lodge, being a past master of St. John’s 
lodge, No. 1., and am bound by no other oath than that taken in my induction 
to the office of master; which is similar to the past master’s. 

Ques. Did any mason in distress or believing himself to be so, ever make 
to you the grand hailing sign; and if so, on what occasion, and how did yon 
reply to it ? 

Ans . No mason ever did, and I never saw it given. 

Ques. Is, or is not, every mason in a lodge required to make the masonic 
signs qf each degree, up to that on which the lodge is to be opened, before 
the master declares the lodge open. 

Declines answering. 

Ques. Is the language found at page 26th of Ellyn’s Ritual — being the 
3d, 4th and 5th lines from the top, a part of the ceremony of initiation as 
there stated? 

Ques. Is the language found at 'page ,43 beginning at the 7th line, a part 
of the lecture on the degree of an entered 'apprentice mason? 

Ans. to the two last. The language contained in the pages referred to, 
have never been used in any lodge to my knowledge. 

Ques. by committee. Was you once called as a witness before the court 
of Common pleas, Newport county, November term, 1830, in a case between 
R. Shaw assignee, and John C. Borden, where the question before the court 
was, whether a mason was a competent'juror in a case where one party was 
a mason and the other not. If so, did you decline answering to questions con- 
cerning the masonic oaths, £nd why? 

Ans. I was calle'd as a witness, and entered the court room, without 
knowing the question on trial. I was enquired of by B. Hazard, Esq. to 
state the obligations, and declined doing it. Messrs. Pearce and Turner then 
required me to read the obligations as printed in Bernard’s book, and state the 
.difference if any. J did read it, and immediately refused, plumply, to answer 
or explain the the difference; because, I considered the question as an imper- 
tinent and unauthorised one, not holding myself bound to answer individuals 
in such matters, but always to be subject to the constituted authorities. 

Ques. second. Did the court require you to answer? Did they find any 
fault with' you for not answering? 

Ans. I did not consider the court as requiring me to answer the questions. 
And no fault has ever been found by them in relation thereto. If I had com- 
mitted a contempt of court, I should have been fined, imprisoned or reprimand- 
ed, which was not done. Nicus. G. Boss. 

JV. G. Boas , being called again testified as follows. I received the papers 
marked A B C, containing certain forms of obligations, paper containing direct 
interrogatories and paper with certain stated variations marked E, together 
with roy deposition before the legislative committee, from B. Hazard, Esq. on 
Tuesday morning, with a request that I would read the questions and answers 
to those masons who should be summoned, in order to avoid reading thorn t# 
each one individually on his examination, thereby to facilitate the exanunatioA 
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and investigation. I proposed to several masons* to have a meeting at my 
office at 4 o’clock that afternoon, but afterwards finding that my engagements 
would not allow me to attend, I requested them to attend early at the lodge 
meeting for the election of officers that evening. The lodge was duly opened 
and I then stated the business I had to present to th^ brothers who had been 
requested to attend as witnesses. The officers and members then went to the 
fire, the tyler was directed to admit all masons, and setting round the fire 
place, I read the questions and brother Robinson read the answers from my 
deposition. After which the lodge was called to order and we proceeded to 
the usual business of the lodge and election of officers. 

Ques. by committee. Have you ever known the affirmation 'administered 
in your lodge, instead of the oath? Have you ever known it refused when 
called for? 

-4ns. I. never knew it refused. I never knew it called for but once; the can- 
didate was Silas Gardner, and the affirmation at his request was adminis- 
tered to him by John A. Shaw, thea presiding officer of the lodge and who 
was considered to be one of the brighest masons in New-England. 

Nichs. G. Boss. 

N. G. Boss , being again called, testifies that he knows of no rule or prin- 
ciple of masonry, that requires a master mason to be initiated into the degree 
of past master, before he can he installed as a master of a lodge. He , has 
never heard of any such rule or practice but ha? known instances to the con- 
trary, particularly in the cases of capt. Northam and judge Sanford. 

In answer to the question No. 26, proposed by the committee appointed by 
the Legislature of the.\ state, the subscriber does answer and say, that from 
the best information, he believes freemasonry to have been introduced into 
North America in the followihg order : 

In 1730, Lord Weymouth, grand master of England, granted a deputation 
to Robert Lacej, merchant, for constituting a lodge in Savannah, Georgia. 

1733. In consequence of an application from masons in New England, Vis- 
count Montague, grand master in England, in 1733, appointed R. W. Henry 
Price, provincial grand master of New England, and a lodge was formed in 
Boston, under'the name of St. John’s grand lodge, the provincial "rand master 
being at their head, and under his dispensation exercising with them grand 
lodge authority. And in 

1734, upon the petition v of Dr. Benjamin Franklin and others residing in 
. Philadelphia, they granted them a charter, appointing Dr. Franklin the master. 

From this, lodge in Boston, originated all the first lodges in New England, 
Pennsylvania, Connecticut, New Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Mary- 
land, Canada, Nova Scotia, Newfoundland, Surinam, and others. 

1775. The provincial grand master, Joseph Warren, was slain on Bunker 
Hill, and the dispensation held by him not having been transferred, the ma- 
sons in 1783, at theii* first assembling after the revolution, resolved, “ that 
to maintain a friendly correspondence with all ancient grand lodges was deem- 
ed correct ; and it was further resolved that, it being inconsistent with the 
principles of the craft, to be subordinate to any foreign lodge, as masonry, in 
a peculiar degree, inculcates the doctrine of allegiance on every brother, to the 
government of the country under which he lives, that grand lodges ought to be 
* formed in each state. 

In 1749, the lodge in Massachusetts granted a charter to the masons, in 
Newport, R. I. by the name of king Davids Lodge. And in 1759, a char- 
ter to St. Johns Lodge. These two lodges united in 1787, under the name 
of u the first lodge of mason’s in Newport, R. I.”) 

Saint Johils lodge in Providence, received their charter in January, 1757, 
under the name of “ the first lodge in Providence,” by that name. 
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la 1792 the only two lodges in Rhode-Islnnd, the one in Newport* and the 
one in Providence, formed a grand lodge, (surrendered their dispensations or 
charters which they had received from the grand lodge of Massachusetts,) and 
received new charters from the grand lodge of R. I. signed by the M. W„- 
Christopher Champlin, grand master, aDd from that grand lodge has emana- 
ted all the masonic lodges in this state, to the degree of master mason. 

In 1761 The Grand Consistory convened at Paris, when authority was 
given to Stephen Morin to found and establish the higher degrees in the new 
world. He resided in the West Indies. v 

In 1763 Moses M. Hays arrived in this country with authority from Morin 
to establish $hem, he being appointed D. Grand Inspector General. 

^4bout 1780 Mr. Hays visited or resided in Newport, R. I. and conferred 
the degrees to the 33d, on several persons who at that time were master ma- 
sons, among others on Peleg Clark, and Moses Seixas, in 1781.* His power 
as deputy inspector general, was to confer all the degrees after roaster ma- 
son, unless in a place where a chapter or encampment was formed, a knowl- 
edge of these degrees being requisite? But when a chapter or encampment 
was in a place, they gave the degrees. 

In 1793 Peleg Clark, Moses Seixas, Thomas TV. Moore and Mr. Steam, 
being royal arch masons, met at Providence to assist the royal arch maseiy> 
there to found a chapter, which they did, under the name of u the Providence 
chapter of royal arch masons,” having a dispensation from the nearest chap- 
ter, Washington chapter, New York, dated 3d September, 1793. 

In June, 1802, about 30 master masons held a meeting to appoint a com- 
mittee to go to Providence for the purpose of obtaining the royal arch degrees. 
Edward Easton, Clarke Cook, John Price, Henry J. Hudson, were appointed. 
In January said committee (have obtained them, together with Moses Seixas, 
Peleg Clarke, Joseph Rogers, Edward Landers, Benedict Smith and Wil- 
liam Boss,) all royal arch masons, presented a petition to grand chapter of 
Rhode Island, (formed in 1798,) for power to hold a chapter in Newport, by 
the name of Newport chapter, No. 2, which was granted. 

The masons exalted by them to royal arch, about 1811, being desirous of 
having the higher degrees, and the authority to confer said degrees heing lost 
by the decease of Moses Seixas, they appointed a committee to proceed to 
New York and receive them, and obtain authority to establish a consistory ia 
this place. The consistory at that time gave the degrees of knighthood, there 
being no encampment here; but when the grand encampment of New Eng- 
land was formed, those who had received the degrees of knighthood, joined 
and became subordinate to the one comprising th.e northern states, sand re- 
ceived a dispensation to confer the degrees, according to the terms of the 
original dispensation for a consistory. N. G. Boss. 

Stephen Ayrault Robinson , of the town and county of Newport, of lawful 
age, on solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interro- 
gatories. 

Question by the committee. Are you or have you been a freemason; if so, 
how many degrees in masonry have you taken; by what lodges or chapters 
were you admitted; and at what time? 

'A ns. I u iii a mason. I was admitted to the three first degrees in or 
about July 1821, and sometime in the fall or winter following, I received the 
other four degrees: said first three degrees wer? received in St. John’s lodge 
No. 1 in Newport; and the last four in'Newport chapter No. 2, and sometime 
in the summer of 1824 I took the royal master’s degree — in 1826 I took the 
degrees of knighthood in the Washington encampment in Newport; and in the 
same year, or in 1827, 1 took the select master’s degree. 
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Question by committee. Hare you read over the forms of obligations con-* 
Lined in papers annexed marked ABC; if so, are those forms substantially 
orrqct? Ana . I have, and they are so. f 

Quest. Have yon been present while the annexed deposition gives by N. 
r. Boss was given; have you attentively heard that deposition read over; if 
>, are the answers, explanations and facts given and stated in that deposi- 
©n correct and true? 

A ns. I was present during the examination of N. G. Boss, and believe all 
lat he has stated is correct. I heard all the questions which were put or 
sad over to him. 

Quest. If called upon to answer the same questions, is there any material 
Iteration which you should wish to make ? 

There is none, except that the clause, “keep the secrets of a royal 
Tch mason, murder and treason excepted,” which is mentioned by Mr. Boss, 
rere not in the obligation which I took, but I have heard them used. I know 
f no other variation. Stephen A. Robinson. 

The above named S. A. Robinson being called again, says in answer to 
be following questions. 

Question by committee. Have yon ever known the affirmation to be ad- 
ministered instead of the oath? Have you ever known it refused when call- 
ed for ? 

-4ns. He has known the affirmation administered in one instancer— that 
f Silas Gardner when he was admitted a mason. Has never known it refused. 

Question by George Turner. At the time Mr. Boss’ deposition and the 
tlier papers were read in the lodge on the evening of the 27th inst. was there 
ny discussion or conversation among the brethren on the subject of them; if 
ea, please to state what it was as particularly as you can? 

-4ns. There was no discussion or conversation about it. It was merely 
bserved by some present that the deposition was correct. This was before 
he lodge was called to order; — after I heard no one, speak of the busi- 
ess at all. Stephen A. Robinson. 

S. A. Robinson being again called, testifies to the same facts as contained 
x the foregoing deposition ofN. G. Boss. Stephen A Robinson. 

Thomas R. Gardner , of the town and county of Newport, of lawful a^e/oa 
olemn^oath doth declare and say in answer to the fallowing interrogatories: 

Quest, by committee. Are you or have you been a freemason; if so, how 
*any degrees in masonry have you taken, by what lodges or chapters were 
ou admitted, and at what time? % 

Ans. I am a freemason, and in 1793 took the three first degrees in St. 
ohn’s lodge in Newport. 

In answer to further questions he says, that the forms of the three first ob- 
igations, contained in paper marked A , are substantially the same as those ad- 
ninistered to him. He does not recollect whether the words, viz. “and those 
eft to my own election,” were administered to him in the master’s oath or 
lot. He has heard them administered to others. He heard the foregoing 
leposition given by N. G. Boss, read over, and also the interrogatories an- 
wered therein, and says that the facts, statements and explanations therein 
ontained are correct and true, as far as his knowledge extends; and if the 
ame questions were put to him he should answer to the same effect as far as 
lis information would extend. ' Thos. R. Gardner. 

Peleg Clarke , of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, on solemn 
>ath doth depose and say, in answer to the following interrogatories: 

Quest, by committee* Are you or hare you been a freemason; if so, bow 
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many degrees in masonry bars you taken, by what lodges or chapters wert 
you admitted, and at what time? 

Ans. I am a freemason, and have taken seven regular degrees, and also 
the royal master’s degree. 1 took them in St. John’s lodge, No. 1, in New- 
port and in the chapter in Newport, in the year 1821. 

Quest, by do. Have you read over the forms of obligations contained in 
the annexed papers marked A , B and C; if so, are those forms substantially 
correct? 

Ans. I have read them, and they are substantially correct; but the words, 
u the first angle and square,” were not in my fellow craft’s obligation, or the 
words, “ unless absolute necessity shall require it,” in my master mason’sob- 
ligation. 

Quest, by do. Have you been present while tbe annexed deposition gives 
by N. G. Boss, Esq. was given; have you attentive1y*beard that deposition 
read over; if so, are the_answers, explanations and facts given and stated is 
that deposition, correct and true? 

Ans. Mr. Boss’ deposition has been read to me, and is correct so far as is 1 
within my own knowledge, except as regards tbe sign . given at entering or 1 
leaving the lodge, which is one characteristic of the order. 

In answer to a question be saith, that he has attended lodges in udlexan-. ! 
dria on different occasions,. and there saw the first two degrees, and on one : 
occasion the degree of royal arch given, and the obligation* there administer- i 
ed were the same as used here. Peleg Clarke. 

Peleg Clarke, within named, being again called, says that when he went 1 
to the lodge last evening, it was about being opened by one of the brothers, \ 
who proceeded and concluded the opening of the lodge; before proceeding to 1 
business Mr. Boss stated he had the interrogatories put to him by the legisla- 
tive committee, and his answers. The officers and members then gathered 
round the fire; he read the questions, brother Robinson bis answers, after 
which I called the lodge to order, and announced to the brethren that we were 
ready to proceed to business. Peleg Clarke. 

Peleg Jlarke being again called, testifies to the same effect as the two last 
witnesses, except that he is not of his own knowledge acquainted with the in- 
stances by them stated. Peleg Clarke. 

Henry J. Hudson , of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, os 
solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogatories. 

In answer to question he says he is a mason and took three first degrees fa 
1797 in St. John’s lodge No. 1, Newport. The four next degrees up to and 
including the royal arch he took in Providence in the year 1803. He bad 
beard read from papers marked A and B; the forms of the obligations takes 
in the seven degrees he took; he was attentive to the reading of them and to 
the best of his recollection they were the same that were administered to hits. 
There may have been some little variation in some words, but there was nose 
that altered the sense according to the best of his recollection. He has 
sometimes heard them administered to others since be took them. He has 
heard read over the foregoing deposition given by N. G. Boss and the interro- 
gatories therein replied to; and he believes the facts, and statements and ex- 
planations therein contained to be correct as far as bis knowledge extends. 
He has seldom been in any lodge except the St. John’s lodge in this town. 
If the same questions were severally put to him he should answer such of the 
questions as he had knowledge of, in 'the same manner except that he might 
use different words. ' 

Question by George Turner. Have you any knowledge of a proposed st- 
tack on the person of Dr. Benjamin TV . Case, by the members of St. Jobs’s 



lodge in this town at any time, aad were you or were yon not applied to er 
designated as one who was to be concerned in said personal attack ? 

4ns. He does not' know why Mr. T. should ask such a question. He 
answers no throughout all its parts in the negative. He never heard of such a 
thing being ever in contemplation, and from his' knowledge of the masons in 
this town he does not believe it was ever dreamt of Henry J. Hudson. 

. Stephen Cahoone , of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, on 
solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogatories. 

Ques. Are you a freemasou? if so, how many degrees have you taken, and 
in what lodges and chapters did you receive them, and at what time? 

4ns. I am a freemason and have taken three degrees; I received them 
ia St. John’s lodge in Newport, about forty years ago, Moses Seixas then 
being master. 

Ques. Have you read or heard read, the forms of the obligations for those 
-three degrees, contained in the paper marked A , and annexed to the forego- 
ing deposition given by Wro. Wilkinson? If so, are those the same in 
Jiubstance that were administered to you? are there any material variations, 
if so, please point them out. 

4ns. I have read those forms, and they are substantially correct as far 
as I can recollect. I have not been at a lodge more than three times in the 
hist twenty years; but the sense and^substance of the obligations are still im- 
pressed upon my mind. 

Ques. Have you read or heard read, from the annexed paper marked E, 
Certain variations or differences between the forms just referred to and certain 
>tber forms of the same obligations, said to be contained in certain books. 
lF so, did the oaths you took contain any part of those variations, and what? 

Ans. They did not contain any part of said variations, according to the 
*«st of my recollection. 

- Ques. Did your obligation in the master’s degree contain these words, 
riz: u and those left to my own election,” after the words murder and treason. 

Am. I have no recollection of them. 

Ques. Have you read over or heard read over, attentively, the annexed 
Imposition given N. G. Boss, and the interrogatories therein replied to; if so, 
fc.re the facts and statements and explanations in said deposition contained, 
fcorrecf and true as far as your knowledge extends? 

Am. I heard said deposition read, and the facts, statements and explan- 
ations therein contained, are correct and true as far as they are within ray own 
knowledge. 

Interrogatories by request of George Turner. Are there any variations 
that ,you know or recollect; if so, please to state them? 

-4ns. I do not recollect any variations of any kind. 

Intg. When were you at the meetings of the lodge, as you have stated? 

.4ns. At two different funerals, and once last night: I attended last even- 
ing for the purpose of hearing read the forms of the oaths, and the other pa- 
tters to which I have referred, and I left the lodge directly after they were 
*ead, and did not stay to the annual election of officers. 

Intg. By whom were those oatlis and variations read to you? 

4ns. Mr. Boss read the interrogatories, oaths and variations, and Mr. 
Hobinson read the answers. 

t Intg. Do you know any thing about the proceedings of the lodge in this 
town, on the disposal of its funds for the last ten or fifteen years; if so, please 
to state what they have been, and your means of information. 

4ns. 1 know nothing about it. 

Intg. Could you repeat all or either of the three masonic oaths you bare 
taken; and if so please do so? 
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John R. Stanhop «, of the tows and count j of Newport, of lawfal age. on 
•olemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogatories * 

Iat. Ave you a freemason; if so how many degrets in masonry hare you 
taken, by what lodges or chapters were you admitted, and at what time? 

An s. I am a freemason, and in or about 1827, took the three first degrees 
in St. John’s lodge, in Newport. In answer to further questions, he says the 
forms of the oaths for the degrees he took, and which forms were read to him 
from paper marked A , are the same that were administered to him as far as he 
can recollect. He has heard read the foregoing deposition given by N. G. 
Boss, and the interrogatories therein answered, and says thatthe facts, state** 
meats and explanations in that deposition contained, are true and correct as 
far as his knowledge extends. 

Quest, by George Turner. When, where and by whom, were the forms of 
oaths and the deposition of Mr. Boss read to you, and at whose request? 

Ans* Last evening, at the lodge, the said deposition, forms and interrog- 
atories were read by N. G. Boss, and the answers were read by S. A. Rob- 
\ inson. The chairman of the committee now says and wishes me to state, that 
; it was done at his request, for the purpose of saving the trouble of reading 
f over the whole of those papers to each witness when called to testify. 

| . Quest, by do. Was the ledge regularly open when the said papers were 

read, and was there any discussion or conversation on the subject of said 
deposition,, if so what was it? please to state it as particularly as Jrou can. 

Ans. Whether the lodge bad been regularly opened or not he cannot tell. 
This business of reading was done at the beginning of the evening; the mem- 
bers present sat round the fire and beard the papers read, the object of doing 
which being mentioned. This was no part of lodge business; I did not con- 
aider it so. There was no manner of discussion about it; there was no con- 
versation upon the subject, except that it was observed generally that Mr. 
Boss had answered the questions correctly and properly. This was the reg- 
ular annual meeting and the lodge afterwards proceeded in its ordinary busi- 
ness. The lodge was opened before the officers were chosen, but Whether 
before the papers were read or not I can’t recollect. He recollects hearing 
the master declare the lodge to be open, but' the time he can’t remember. 

Quest, by do. At the time you entered the lodge last night was it in the 
language of masons duly tyled, or was it not? 

Jins, I walked into the lodge as I walk into any room, and without any 
sign or ceremony whatever; the door was open and I noticed no keeper or 
tyler there. 

Quest, by do. Is there, or is there not, always some ceremony observed 
among masons, at the opening and closing of a lodge, and was the ceremony 
of opening the lodge performed last night after you entered it. 

Ans. There are always some ceremonies observed at the opening and 
closing of a lodge. As to the opening last night, 1 have already answered 
as far as I have any recollection about it. John R. Stanhope. 

. Henry Y. Cranston , of the town and county of Newport, of lawful 
age, declining to take the ordinary oath wa9 engaged to answer such 
questions as should be put to him relative to the trial of a case B. Chase 
trustee &c. vs. John C. Borden in court Common Pleas Nov. 7, 1830 # 
in answer to the following interrogatories. 

Quest. Are you, or have you been a freemason; if so, how many 
degrees in masonry have you taken; by what lodges and chapters were 
you admitted; and at what tirite? 

Ans. He is mason; has taken from fifteen to twenty-two degrees; 
|Ie cannot precisely recollect ; all in this town; he took the first two in 
18 
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June 1813 — next or 3d degree a month or two after. The chapter de- 
grees somewhere in 1814; the degrees ef knighthood the same year or 
the first part of the next. He thinks he took the whole between the 
years 1813 and 1816, as well as he can recollect; he will not be at all 
certain about it; the records will show. 

Quest. Was you called on as a witness in a case between Benjamin 
Chase trustee &c. and John C. Borden in court common pleas Novem- 
ber term 1830; if so, was it on a motion to the court to exclude Bate- 
man Munro from the jury on the ground of his being a mason, one of 
the parties being a mason and the other not? Ans. Yes. 

Quest. Did you or not on that occasion refuse to answer any ques- 
tion put to you ? 

Ans. No — I never refused to answer any question put to me under 
the direction of the court. I refused to read the forms of the oaths from 
Bernard's book as called upon to do by Mr. Pearce. The question 
was asked me by Mr. Hazard before the court, whether I was prepared 
to answer every question which the court should say was a proper ques- 
tion to be put to me, and I answered distinctly and unequivocally that 
I was. 

Quest. Did one of the judges ask you whether if the oaths in the 
book were read over to you by Mr. Pearce, paragraph by paragraph, 
you would attend and say whether they were the same as the oaths you 
took, or would point out the variations? 

Ans. One of the judges said, “Mr. Cranston, will you (or you will, 
which I cannot not now recollect) attend to the reading of the oaths 
from the book and point out the differences.” I did so attend and did 
as far as I was was able point out the differences as inquired about by 
Mr. Pearce, and did answer every question put to me during the read- 
ing respecting the oaths. Henrv Y. Cranston. 

General Isaac Stall , being sworn, in answer to annexed interrogato- 
ries testifies. 

Ans. to 1st. He is a mason; has taken the degrees of knighthood and 
all the lower degrees regularly. He took the three first degrees some- 
thing like twenty years ago or over, in St. John’s lodge Newport. The 
other degrees soon after, except the degrees of knighthood, which was 
something like five years after he -took the master’s degree; he took 
the whole in this town. 

Ans. to 4th.’ To this he answers that he cannot now repeat the obli- 
gations; he could many years ago. 

Ques. by committee. Should you know the oaths if read over to you? 

Ans. He don’t think he should without a long reflection upon it. 

The form of a royal arch mason’s oath being read to him from an an- 
nexed paper marked B, he (witness) says that he can’t tell whetherthat 
was the form of the oath he took; if he was to have time he might re- 
call some parts of the obligation to liis mind. The impression on bis 
mind respecting the obligations is very indistinct, he may say it has 
gone entirely from him; it is more than ten years, he believes, since he 
has heard either of the oaths administered; his attention has been con- 
fined to' his own business. * 

Interrogatories Nos. 8th and 9th, being read read to him from annex- 
ed paper marked E, he says that he never took any oath containing a 
promise that he would assist a companion royal arch mason when he 
saw him engaged in any difficulty, and would espouse his cause so far as 
to Extricate him from the same whether he he right or wrong , nor did he 
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’'fever promise to keep the secrets of a companion royal arch mason, or 
any other masons, murder and treason not excepted , nor anything of the 
kind ; he never took any such oaths, nor did he ever hear any such ad- 
ministered. 

Ans. to 10th. To this he answers by no means. He put no such 
construction upon the oaths. 

Ans. to 14th. He answers that he did not when he took the oaths, and 
never since has considered them as incompatible with his religious, 
moral, civil or social obligations. 

Ans to 39th. To this he answers, that the royal arch chapter was 
established in this town by the agency of James Perry, Edward Easton, 
John A. Shaw and others; this was from fifteen to twenty years ago, 
bethinks; not long after the Washington encampment was introduced 
here by the same persons; and in this the witness had an agency ; we de- 
rived our first authority from the encampment in New-York; after- 
wards we placed ourselves under the jurisdiction of the grand encamp- 
ment of Rhode Island and Masschusetts. We received from the grand 
consistory of New-York, authority to establish a consistory in this 
town, which we did soon after establishing the encampment. 

Questions by areorge Turner. Ques. Do you know whence the 
New-York masons derived their authority to establish encampments 
and consistories; could it be derived from any but an European source ? 

Ans. He has no knowledge of this. 

Ques. Are there not fees or dues paid by all masons or masonic bod- 
ies to the masonic body from whom they derive their charter, dispensa- 
tion or other masonic rank or authority, and is there not a regular sub- 
ordination and dependence between them in all countries? 

Ans. All subordinate lodges pay a small fee to the grand lodge for 
every candidate initiated. Each masonic order pays a certain fee upon 
receiving its charter or dispensation, and with respect to fees the same 
regulations govern throughout the whole orders as is established between 
the grand lodge and the subordinate lodges. He knows nothing about 
the subordination of lodges or masonic orders in other countries,, nor 
about their rules and regulations. He considers that the several en- 
campments in this state and Massachusetts are subordinate to the grand 
encampment of Rhode Island and Massachusetts; and that the gTand 
encampment is subordinate to the general grand encampment of the 
United States. But the grand lodges in the several states and the 
lodges in connection with them are not subordinate to any other masonic 
bodies whatever, and have no connection with chapters, the encamp- 
ments, or grand encampment of Rhode Island and Massachusetts, or 
general grand encampmeut of the United States. 

Ques. Was there any chapter established in this state, before the 
chapter in Newport; if so, when? 

Ans. There was a chapter established in Providence before that in 
Newport; how lofcg he can’t tell. 

Ques, Do not all members of masonic bodies from the lowest to the 
highest, take an obligation to support the constitution of some superior 
order or degree when they are admitted or raised, so far as you have 
knowledge ? 

Ans. The members of subordinate lodges promise to support the con- 
stitution of the grand lodge. The members admitted into the chapters 
promise to support the constitution of the grand chapter ; and the same 
principle prevails through the different orders. The members of the 
encaihpment in this town promise to support the constitution of the 
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grand encampment of Rhode Island and Massachusetts. Whethef they 
also promise to support the constitution of the general grand encamp* 
ment of the Uuited States, he cannot tell ; there are no obligations ta- 
ken in the grand encampment of Rhode Island and Massachusetts; no 
members are made there. He has been a member of the grand en- 
campment of Rhode Island and Massachusetts. The members of the 
consistory in this town did not take any obligations to support the con- 
stitution of the New-York consistory, nor the constitution of any other 
masonic body. 

Ques. Can any man become a member of any encampment or grand 
encampment, who is not a member of some lodge, grand lodge or chap- 
ter; and are the officers of the higher orders, frequently officers of low- 
er grades of masonic bodies at the same time ? 

Ans. To the first and last part, he answers in the negative , 

Ques. What is the jurisdiction or power over other masonic bodies, 
of a consistory. 

Ans. A consistory has no control at all over any degrees or orders 
under the consistory, nor is subordinate to any order above. There are 
no orders above it. 

Ques. If there is no degree of masonry above ^ consistory — from 
what source do consistories derive their right to form and hold consis- 
tories r or delegate that power to others ? 

Ans. He has no knowledge. 

Ques. In whose hands is the charter granted to the Rhode Island 
consistory now kept? 

Ans. He cannot tell; there has been but little attention paid to it 
(the consistory) for several years past. 

Ques. Who are now, or were the last officers of the consistory hero? 

Ans. He cannot tell. Itaao Stall. 


Stephen Debloia , of the town and county of Newport, of lawful ago, 
on solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following inter- 
rogatories: 

Int. Were you a member of the masonic body or order called the 
consistory, established in this town about the year 1813; if so were you 
recorder or secretary to that body — were their books opened — who has 
those books now — what were the entries made in those books — what 
were the proceedings of that body — is it now in existence ? 

Ans. He was a member — was the first recorder and remained so one 


or two years he thinks. There were no regular books at the time, 
and he knows of none since. There were some, mjnutes of the pro- 
ceedings of the meetings taken; where they now are, or whether they 
are preserved or not, he does not know; probably the secretary has 
got them if there is any; he does not know, however, that there is now 
any secretary. The proceedings were similar to other masonic institu- 
tions. He has not attended it for 8 or 9 years— considers it still in 
existence because there is nothing to put it out of existence. Has no 
knowledge of its having had any meeting since he met with It. It is 
▼ery likely he has received notice to meet with it since he did meet, 
but don’t recollect. The original members were ten in number, five of 
whom are now dead; whether any have been added he does not know. 
He does not know any of the present officers, nor whether there are 
toy. Does not know of any being elected for a number of years. 

Questions by George Turner. 

Quest. How many degrees in masonry had you taken before you 
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applied for a charter to the sovereign .grand consistorj of the United 
States of America? Ans. Eleven. 

Quest. WJiat was the form of petition and oath of submission made 
by you and your associates, for the purpose of procuring a charter or 
dispensation from that body ? 

Ans. The form of the petition was similar to other petitions for dis- 
pensations, and the oath of submission was given in the same way that 
subordinate lodges take it to the grand lodge, viz.: to conform to the 
rules and regulations. 

Quest. What was the title of the presiding officer of that consistory r 
and who was the first one? Ans. Do not recollect. 

Quest. Whose duty was it to keep those minutes? 

Ans. The secretary’s. 

Quest. Why do you call that body a consistory ? 

Ans. Does not know why it has that particular title. 

Quest. Do you know that^ they have not met since you met with 
them ? 

Ans. Does not know that they have met, but thinks it probable that 
they have met, because it was necessay for them to make their returns. 

Quest. Do you know anything about the jurisdiction or pretended 
power of S. G. C. of the U. S. of America? 

Ans. The same jurisdiction over their subordinate bodioe, that other 
masonic bodies have over theirs. 

Quest. Was not John A. Shaw one of the original members? 

Ans. Yes, he considered him so; he was a member of the grand con- 
sistory. 

Quest. What were the rules and regulations of the grand consistory 
to which you took' an oath of submission ? Please to state them. 

Ans. Does not know. ^ 

Quest. From whence did the grand consistory of the United States 
derive their masonic authority to erect grand councils, as expressed in 
the dispensation of the R. I. masons? 

Ans. Does not know; he presumes from France. He has heretofore 
seen the by-laws and regulations of the grand consistory, but does not 
now recollect what they were ; but his impression is, that like all oth- 
ers, they were for the good order of said consistory. 

Quest. Will you produce the by-laws of the grand consistory, and 
also the constitution of that body? 

Ans. He had a copy of the by-laws, but whether the constitution or 
not cannot say. Have not seen the by-laws for 12 or 13 years. They 
are somewhere among my papers, but don’t know where. 

Quest. What fees, dues or contributions were paid by you and your 
associates, to the grand consistory, at or about the time you received 
that dispensation, and had that consistory a right to exact any other or 
further dues, at any future time, or on any subsequent event? 

Ans. Does not recollect how much, but remembers that as a member 
he loaqed $150 at one time towards obtaining the charter and for initia- 
tion of members. The sura paid was a larger amount, but his propor- 
tion of the whole amount not so much. 

Quest. What was the whole amount paid the New York consistory 
for establishing the one in R. I. according to the best of your recollec- 
tion? Ans. Don’t recollect. Stephen Deblois. 

WlUiam Groggeshall , of the town and county of Newport, of lawful 
age, on solemn oath doth declare and say, in answer to the following in 
terrogatories. 
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Intg. Were you a member of the masonic order called the consistory, 
established here about the year 18 IS; if so, please to state what you 
know about its origin, its proceedings; whether it is now # in existence, 
or has been discontinued; who, if any, are its present officers, how long 
since it met, who has its books, if there are any? 

Ans. He knows very little about it; it is eight or nine years since 
he visited it, expects it has had meetings since, but don’t know ; is not 
able to say where it originated. He expects they hold regular meetings 
to elect their officers, but has no knowledge of the fact: who the pres- 
ent officers are, if any, he don’t know. The first Meetings were held I 
for the purpose of initiating the members to whomrthe charter was grant- 
ed, and some others were initiated: Capt. Bliss was one, he thinks; he 
don’t recollect the names of any others. No after meetings were held 
for any other purpose than that of initiating members, and for the elec- 
tion of officers. He thinks there must have been a record of what was 
done, but is not certain: if there are, does not know where they are. 

Questions by request of Georjje Turner. What was the whole amount 
of fees or dues paid by the R. L masons for the charter, to the grand 
consistory ? 

Ans. He could not make any guess about it at this time. 

Quest. What was the form of the petition presented, and by whom 
signed, and what was the form and substance of the oath of submission 
that you then took ? 

Ans. He has no recollection; but if there was any oath of submiss- 
ion it must have been merely to abide by the super intendance of tbe 
grand consistory, the same as is observed in subordinate lodges towards 
grand lodges. 

Quest. What jurisdiction or authority is vested in the grand consisto- 
ry of the United States of America? j 

Ans. 'He never heard of any such body: if he had it has escaped his 
memory. There is, he believes, a grand consistory in N. York, which j 
has jurisdiction over the other consistories in the United States, as far 
ms they extend. 

Quest. Is there in this consistory any higher order or degree in ma- 
sonry than princes of the royal secret, and members of the grand coo- 
* sistory ? He answers in the negative. 

Quest. Who was the first presiding officer of the R. I; consistory or 
.council, and what is the title of such officer ? 

Ans. Thinks John A. Shaw was; is not able to name the title. 

Quest. What are the rules and regulations of the grand consistory; 
what are their by-laws and constitutions? 

Ans. It is so long since he had any thing to do with the consistory 
that he does not recollect any thing about the rules and regulations, or 
by-la wp of the grand consistory. Wm. Coggkshall. 

David M. Coggeshall , of the town and county of Newport, of lawful 
age, on solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following 
interrogatories: 

Quest. Were you a member of the masonic body or order called the 
Consistory established in this town about the year 1815; if so, what 
were the proceedings of that body? is it nowin existence? State all 
you know about it. 

Ans. If I was a member of that body I had forgotten it, until it was 
mentioned to me te-day that my name was one of those in the charter. 

I now recollect that about the time above mentioned I was engaged 


\ 
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about a vessel at Gardner’s wharf, when some one, whether John A. 
Shaw, Mr. Merrill or some one else I don't recollect, came to me with 
a subscription paper for me to sign, being for a contribution for the pur- 
pose of obtaining some of the higher degrees of masonry from New- 
York. I don’t now recollect what degrees, but they were degrees 
above the degree of royal arch.- I gave, I think, five dollars. 1 do 
not know how many degrees I have taken. 1 took all there was. I 
have understood from some of the companions that 'there were thirty- 
two degrees. I do not recollect that I have ever seen the charter — may 
possibly at the time. I do not think that I have ever attended any ma- 
sonic body or order called a consistory or cbuncil. I have no recollec- 
tion. I never saw any books of such a body. Have heard some one. 
say that probably Capt. Bliss may Jiave them. He has now charge of 
a vessel in the harbor. 

Questions by George Turner. Who gave you the degrees you speak 
of in the consistory ? 

Ans. I have told you already that I know of no such body. 

Quest. Who was the presiding officer and what was his title ? 

Ans. Whatever degrees I took, whether as knight of Malta or of the 
red cross or other degree, J. A. Shaw presided; by what title I don’t 
know; each order would have some particular appellation for its pre- 
^ siding officer; what they were I don’t know. I say again that I have 
no recollection of any order by name of consistory or council. 

Quest. Did you take any oath when you^ forwarded your petition to 
the consistory ? 

Ans. I took no oath and know of no petition to any consistory. I 
do not recollect that I ever saw any such petition. 

Quest. Do you know the names of any of the masonic degrees tak- 
en in the consistory or council? 

Ans. I have already answered that I know of no masonic order or 
body by that name. 

Quest. Do you know anything of the bye-laws, constitution, rules 
or regulations of your consistory, or' that in New- York from which you 
derived your authority? Ans. I have already answered. 

Quest. Do you know whence theNew-York consistory derived its 
authority? Ans. I know nothing about it. 

Quest. What was the jurisdiction, of the said New-York consistory? 

Ans. I know nothing about it. 

Quest. Were there any stated fees or dues payable to the New- 
York consistory on the initiation or exaltation of members; if so, what 
were they? Ans. I know nothing about it. 

Quest. When did you complete your degrees in the consistory? 

Ans. I know nothing about it. David M. Coggeshall. 

Jeremiah Bliss, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, on 
solemn oath doth declare and say, in answer to the following interroga- 
tories: 

Intg. Were you a member of a masonic body or order, called the 
consistory, established in this town about the year 1813; if so, were 
you recorder or secretary to that body; were 'their books opened; who 
has those books now; what were the entries made in those books; what 
were the proceedings of that body ; is it now in existence ? 

Ans. I was considered a member of it; was admitted I think by J. A. 
Shaw, deputy inspector, who I supposed was authorised, aflter it had 
been established how long I don’t know — was not one of the original 
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members; I don't know of the admission of any other members: I was 
never recorder or secretary of it; there were no regular books that I 
know of. There were one or two meetings, probably to elect officers, 
or to consult about their appointment : I recollect no other business be- 
ing done ; and there was no other record than memorandums taken of 
those psesent, and of the officers chosen. I do not now recollect who 
was recorder, or any other officers; almost every thing respecting it 
has now gone out of my recollection. I think it very probable that 
whatever minutes or memorandums there were, are in my possession, 
because the charter was; having been left with me by J. A. Shaw, when 
he went to the southward. I have no knowledge of more than one or 
two meetings, the last of which was as much as four years since I should 
think. We appointed some officers; I have no recollection who they 
were, except that I was myself appointed president. I am not certain 
about the time of the last meeting ; it may have been longer. Five out 
of ten of the original members, as named in the charter, are now dead, 
according to my best information. Since I have been acquainted with it 
it has always been in an incomplete state, as I consider it; since the 
last meeting it has been neglected, as far as l know ; I consider it still 
in existence, because its charter has not been surrendered. The. only 
living members that I know of are S. Deblois, Wm. and David M. Cog* 
geshall, John Brown, Isaac Stall, myself and J. A. Shaw, the deputy 
inspector, who has for a number of years resided out of this state.. 

Questions by request of George Turner. Where did this body hold 
their meetings? 

Arts. It held its meetings in the masonic hall when I was with them. 

Intg. What was it called? 

Ans. It was called the council, and sometimes consistory, I think. 

Intg. Who were the officers at the time you were admitted? 

Ans. I don’t know one of them except Mr. Shaw, who was deputy in- 
spector. 

Intg. And what were the titles of them ? Ans. I don’t know. 

Intg. What fees were exacted of you on your admission, and to whom 
were they paid? Ans'. I paid nothing.- 

x Intg. Had that masonic body any constitution or by-laws; if so, what 
were they ? Ans. I don’t know. 

Intg. What was the title of the New- York masonic body from whom 
your body derived its charter? 

Ans. We called it the grand consistory, I dont know of any other title. 

Intg. How many members were required to make a legal meeting to 
do business ? Ans. I dont know. N 

Intg. How many members attended last meeting that you have men- 
tioned ? 

Ans. It appears to me not more than four or five, dont recollect the 
number exactly. 

Intg. Do you know where the New-York consistory derived its au- 
thority, the extent of jurisdiction that it claimed and what was its con- 
stitution, by-laws or rules and regulations ? 

Ans. I have no more knowledge of it than you have yourself. 

Jeremiah bliss., 

John Brown , of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, oa 
solemn oath doth declare and say in answer to the following interroga- 
tories. 

Intg. Were yeu a member of a masonic body or order called the 
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consistory, established in this town about the year 1813; if so, were you 
recorder or secretary to that body ? were there books opened ? who 
has those books now ? what were the entries made in those books? 
what were the proceedings of that body? is rt now in existence? State 
all you know about it. 

Ans. I was a member of it in 1813. Was never recorder or secret 
tary. Do not recollect any of the first officers now. It is nine or ten 
years since there has been any meeting of it to the best of my recollec- 
tion; the thing has died away entirely. The annexed printed leaf 
marked N, contains the names of the officers as they were I think in 
the year 1813 or 1814; my impression is that it was in 1813. The said 
leaf annexed was saved by me from a small book or pamphlet issued by 
the grand consistory in New-York, containing lists of the consistories 
or councils under their jurisdiction, and lists of the officers of those 
consistories or councils, and nothing more ; the annexed leaf I took out 
of said pamphlet and preserved, because it contained the names of the 
officeVs of our consistory — taking no interest in the rest. It has been 
torn up years ago. I subscribed something towards tibtaining the char- 
ter— do not recollect how much ; — we paid for it, but I don’t know 
how much. Three or four meetings I think, were all that ever I at- 
tended. No business was done but to call over and take * down the 
names of members present, and appoint officers. Do not think there ever 
were any regular books, but I don’t know. Do not know who now has 
the minutes that were taken, or books, if there were any. I never knew 
of any fees or money being paid to the New York grand consistory af- 
ter that paid for the charter. There was none paid to my knowledge, 
I do not consider that body as having now any existence here* 

Questions by George Turner. 

Quest. Have you any copy of the book from wjiich that page was. 
taken; or do you know of any person who has? 

Ans. I have none, neither do I know of any body that has. 

Quest. At what time was the book from which the page you have pre- 
sented is taken, destroyed ? 

Ans. I have no recollection, 1 think I read it in 1813. I think 
none of it has been in existence for 5 or 6 years, except this last. I 
used to make use of the leaves to wipe my razor upon when shaving at 
the glass which hung over my desk. 

Quest. Do you know anything about the admission of Jeremiah Bliss? 

Ans. I have no recollection of the time when he was admitted. 

Quest. What did that pamphlet contain on the pages before page 9 
that of the one produced here. Ans. I have already answered. 

Quest. Where did this consistory hold its meetings? 

Ans. In the lodge hall whenever I met with them. 

Quest. Wlmt was the constitution by-laws of your consistory, and of. 
the New York consistory, its rules and regulations, and what was the 
jurisdiction claimed or exercised by either of these bodies; and whence 
did the New York consistory derive its authority? What was the form 
or substance of your petition for a charter, and what was the form of 
the oath of submission, if any, that you made to that body when you 
applied for or took that charter ? 

Ans. I know nothing about the constitutions or by-laws, or rules or 
regulations of the consistory, or the one in New York, nor what was 
its jurisdiction, nor whence derived. I do not recollect any thing about 
the substance of the petition. "All 1 recollect about the oath is, that it 
19 
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contained a promise to submit to the rules and regulations of the grand 
Consistory. - John B&own, 

N 

List of the grand councils of the S. P. of R. Sec. constituted by 
the M. P. Sov. G. consistory, for the United States of America. 

The G. council for the state of Louisiana, sitting in the city of New 
Orleans. 111. President, 111. B. Emmanuel Gigaud; G. Sen. Wafden, 
111. B. John Pinard; G. Jun. Warden, 111. B. Noel Cesar Fournier; 
G. Secretary, 111. B. Pierre Thomas Jarrie; G. Keeper of the Seals, 
111. B. Raymond Devese. 

Grand council for the state of Rhode Island, sitting in the city of 
Newport. 111. President, 111. B. Stephen Deblois; G. Sen. Warden, 
111. I*. Richard Merrill; G. Junior Warden, 111. B. William Davis; G. 
Secretary, 111. B. William Coggeshall; G. Treasurer, 111. B. Edward 
Easton; G. Master of Ceremonies, 111. B. Isaac Stall; G. Captain of 
the Guard, 111. B. John Brown; David M. Coggeshall, William Doug- 
lass, James Perry. * 

Sov. Chapter of-P. R. -|-. regularly constituted under the title of the 
tripple alliance. President, M. R. and P. B. James B. Durand; Ex 
President, M. R. and P. B. John W. Mulligan. 

Theophtltis Topham, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful 
age, on solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following 
interrogatories : f 

Int. Are you a mason ; if so of how many degrees ? 

Ana. I am a mason; have taken twelve or thirteen degrees; took, 
them all in this town, and between the years 1807 and 1815, as well as 
I recollect. 

Int. Is it in your power now to repeat accurately from memory the 
several masonic obligations you have taken, or any of them? 

An9. I suppose Wmight repeat some of them, all I could not. I 
think I could repeat them as high as the royal arch, inclusive. I de- 
cline repeating. It has been my understanding that I was bound not 
to repeat them. I never considered that I was injuring any body by 
not repeating them. 

Int. Have you ever taken any masonic obligation which you thought 
was inconsistent with any of your religious, civil, or social duties? 

Ans. None at all. 

Int; When you took the general oaths, was it your understanding 
that you thereby, as far as you could, gave jurisdiction to the lodge 
over your life, or that you as a member of the lodge was to share in the 
same jurisdiction over others ? 

Ans, I never so understood it. I never considered that I gave the * 
lodge any jurisdiction over my life, or that I acquired any over others. 
Expulsion from the lodge I suppose to be as high a penaUy as they can 
Inflict. * 

Question by George Tiftner. Do you know or have you been told 
that this committee have in manuscript, the forms of the several oaths 
up to and including the royal arch degree, furnished them by some of 
the officers of the grand lodge in Providence. 

Ans. I have been so told, and I looked over the papers said to contain 
those forms, the flrst day the committee met in the court house in this 
town. **- 

Quest, by do. Is there any other penalty for a violation of masonic 
oaths, than such as is expressed in the oaths thpmsclves? 

Ans. This I consider already answered. 



Quest, by committee. Were the forms of the oaths you read in the 
court house correct? 

Ans. I read them over very cursorily. They were not exactly the 
toga ne as those I had taken; there were some slight differences. As far 
si i I examined them I think they contained some things which our forms 
41o not. They were rather fuller than we have been in the habit of ad- 
ministering. I did not think, however, that there was any addition or 
omission that materially affected the extent or meaning of the oaths.. 

Theophilus TophAm. 

Jacob Smith , of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, on 
solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interro- 
gatories. 

. Intg. Are you or have you been a free mason, if so, how many de- 
grees in masonry have you taken, by what lodges or chapters were you 
admitted and at what time ? 

Ans. I am a freemason and in year 1785 I took two degrees in Prov- 
idence in St. Johns lodge No. 2. I took three degrees in the Island of 
St. Custatiain the year 1797 . 

Intg. Did you take an obligation upon being initiated into each degree, 
can you now repeat that obligation, was there any thing* in either of 
those obligations which you have ever considered as incompatible with 
any of your religious, moral, civil or social duties? '% 

Ans. I did take such obligation but cannot repeat it, it is now thirty 
four or five years since I took the last of them, there was nothing in any 
masonic obligation I ever took which I ever Jonsidered as interfering 
with any of my duties. I have* always considered masonry to be a char- 
itable institution. 

Intg. Was it ever your understanding that by th^pbligationyou took, 
you gave to masons a jurisdiction over your life in any case? 

Ans. Certainly not. The highest penalty a msonic lodge or any oth- 
er masonic body can inflict is expulsion. 

Intg. Did you ever know lodges or masons as such to interfere in 
politics or party. 

Ans. I never knew them meddte with any such thing, in this or any 
other country. 

Intg. Did you ever hear any mason justify or palliate 'the murder of 
Morgan? Ans. Never. Jacob Smith. 

Jeremiah N. Potter , of South Kingston, of lawful age, on solemn oath, 
doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogatories. 

Ques. by committee. Are you or have you been a freemason; if so, 
how many degrees have you taken, and when, and where? 

Ans. I am a freemason, and have taken' three degrees; I took the 
Urst thirty odd years ago in the lodge in N^port, Moses Seixas then 
master, and the two others a few years after, in Washington lodge. 
South Kingston. 

Ques. Have you read over the form of obligations contained in the 
annexed paper marked A, and are they substantially correct ? 

Ans. I have ; and they are correct ? 

Ques. Have you ever considered that there was anything in your 
masonic obligations incompatible with your moral, religious, social or 
civil oblgations? Ans. No. 

Ques. What have you understood was the highest penalty any lodge 
could inflict ? N An*. Nothing but expulsion. 
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Ques. Does not a mason, when he enters or leaves a lodge, make a 
sign having reference to the penalty of his particular degree ? 

Ans. I always considered it more out of respect to the master. 

Ques. Have you ever heard a mason of respectable standing, advo- 
cate or palliate the abduction or murder of Morgan? Ans. 1 never did. 

Ques. by request. What other candidates were present when you 
was initiated? Ans. Dr. Case was also initiated with me at Newport. 

Ques. by request. What address or charge was given to you by Mo- 
ses Seixas at the time you was admitted, and what address or charges 
in Washington lodge? 

Ans. The address contained in the annexed paper marked A, from 
the master to the candidate previous to administering the oath, is the 
same as the one given to me, as near as I can recollect. 

He saith in answer to a question, that he heard the annexed deposi- 
tion of N. G. Boss read over, and that the same is correct so far as his 
knowledge goes. Jeremiah N. Potter. 

Alexander M. McGregor , of the town and county of Newport, of 
lawful age, on solemn oath doth declare and say in answer to the fol- 
lowing interrogatories. 

Question by committee. Are you or have you been a freemason; if 
so, how many degrees in masonry have you taken; by what lodges or 
chapters were you admitted ; and at what time ? 

Ans. I am aYreemason and have taken three degrees. I took them 
in Scotland about ten years ago, I think. 

Quest. Have you read over the form of obligations contained in the 
annexed paper marked A; if so, are those forms substantially Correct? 

Ans. They have been lead to me, and there is no material altera- 
tion in them that I see. They are also substantially the same that I 
have heard administered to candidates in St. John’s lodge in this town. 

Quest. Have you ever considered that there was any thing in any 
part of your masonic obligations, incompatible with any of your relig- 
ious, moral, civil or social obligations or duties? if you have please to 
point it out. 

Ans. Have not so considered it. The masonic obligations were 
administered to me with the assurance that they were not to interfere 
with my religious, moral or civil opinions, and I took them with that 
qualification. 

Quest. What have you understood or believed to be the highest pun- 
ishment any lodge could inflict upon any mason for any offence? 

Axis. Expulsion from the society. 

Quest. Does not a mason when he enters or leaves a lodge, make a 
sign having reference to and indicating the penalty of the oath taken in' 
his particular degree ? 

Ans. He does make a sigh on entering and leaving a lodge, and that 
sign indicates his degree as a mason, and shows his right to enter. 

Quest. Have you ever heard a mason of reputable standing advocate 
or palliate the abduction or murder of Morgan? Ans. I never have. 

Alx. M. McGregor. 
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sstell, Moses Richardson, Peter Grinnell, Philip Allen, Roger W. Potter, Thomas 
1, John Wilder, Luther Woodward, William Russell, Nathan M< Wheaton, Paschal 
John Trott, William Carr, William Collins, Seth Peck, Nathaniel Phillips, Miller 
f , John Salisbury, Lewis Hoar, Cyril Martin, William Carr Jr., Henry W. Child, S. 
n, James Smith, Nicholas G. Boss, Stephen Ayrault Robinson, Thomas R. Gardner, 
Clark, Henry J. Hudson, Stephen Caboono, John G. Whitehorne, John R. Stanhope, 
Y. Cranston, Isaac Stall, Stephen Deblois, William Coggesball, David M. Cogges- 
eremiah liliss, John Brown, Theophilus Topbam, Jacob Smith, Jeremiah N. Potter 
lexander M. McGregor, contain the testimony which was taken by the committee ap-' 
d by the General Assembly of said State at their October session, A. D. 1831, fully to 
gate and inquire into the causes, grounds, and extent of the charges and accusations 
t freemasonry and masons in said state, and the said depositions were duly sworn to 
bscribed by the aforenamed deponents before the committee, or members of the com-* 

, in the manner stated in their report. 

B. HAZARD, 

JAS. F. SIMMONS, 

LEVI HAILE, 

STEPHEN B. CORNELL- 


| Committee. 
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